of 
fe 


l- 


v$ 


“= se” FP 


OO ae A ly 


ae ee 


THE 


ANTI-JACOBIN 
Review and Magazine; 
Gc. Fe. Se. 


FOR JANUARY, 1799. 











MAGNA EST WERITAS FET PRAVALEBIT. 














ee ee + eee 


ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 
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Art. I. An Abridgement of Cafes argued and determined in the 
Courts of Law, duri ng the Reign of bis prefent Majefly 
Kine Geo rge LL. Thomas _ er Williams, E {q. 
of the Inner Temple Barrifter at Law. Vol. 1. 8vo. 
Pp.g30. Price 15s. Boards. Robinfons. 


Egon sprayt is no occupation where index-reading, and the 
ufe of Abridgements, are more needed than in the Law. 
This is not occafioned by the numerous volumes that make 
our ftock of jurifprudence, for thofe in Divinity exceed them 
beyond comparifon ; but becaufe the contents of ee volumes 
are wanted tor daily practice, and there is no accefs and key 
to them fo commodious as abridgements like the pe 

The work now before us is not like Comyns, or Bacon, or 
Viner, each of which comprehends the whole body of the 
law, but is confined to a period that is molt interefting to 
practifers, becaufe it furnifhes the lateft determinations—the 
rule and fafhion of the time by which they muft form their 
opinions, and calculate their advice for their clients, before 
they can recommend to them to commence or defend a {uit in 
the Ci uirts at Weltminiler. The defign of ths Compiler will 
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2 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


beft be fecn in the advertifement prefixed to the work, and ad- 
dréfled ** To the Gentlemen of the Law:” 


“© The following Abridgement of the Judicial Decifions of the 
Courts of Law in " Weftmintter Hali was undertaken at th ie inftance 
of fome profeffional friends, and under an idea that a work of this 
nature is much wanted in the law-library to facilitate refearch. 

‘© It commences with, and includes, the adjudications of the prefent 
reion; and forms a coucile, but at the fame time clear and intelligi- 
ble, Digeft of the principle matters contained in Sir Fames Burrows, 
and other fublequent reporters, arrat nged under proper tides. By this 
difpofition, ever ry determination is exhibited at one view , under the 
head to which it belongs, in orderly fucceflion ; and the uniformity 
of the authorities is traced and preferved, wr their diftinctions 
marked. 

‘¢ In this compilation, the Editor has only confulted books of unex. 
ceptionable repute ; anc 1 among thefe he particul: rly acknowledges the 
Term Reports of B. R. and C. P. and the feries of Cafes publifhed by 
Wilfon, Burrows, Blackfone, Cowper, Douglas, and Caldecot. 'To 
mention any one reporter whom he has been under the neceflity of re. 
jecting, on account of inaccuracy and want of precifion, would be 
invidious. 

$6 To render the work as convenient as poffible, there are fubjoined 
to each volume an Index to the names of the cafes, and a copious 
Take of Contents. 

‘* This is the general plan of the undertaking: and the final end of 
the Editor’ s defizn has been to relieve gentlemen from the irkfome 
taf of referring to a y re ty of books; by concentrating, in one 
work, th fubitance of the Decifions in the Courts of Law during 
the ge reign, v thy correét references to the reporters in which 
my e to be found. 

7 ie this has been done with any deg ree of accuracy, it is pre. 
ae thac the utility of the book will be : nowledged; and whe- 
ther he has fucceeded or not, he fubmits-to the candid judgement of a 
liberal profetiic i 


The prefent volume goes as s far as the title Bar/, which is 
but a finall way inthe alpha b retical digeft of law articles, and 
it mutt, th nm fore, be followed by fever: il others. The cafes 
feem to be abridged with fidelity, and quite full enough fora 
work of this fo rt ; indeed none of the abridgements appear to 
detail the cafes fo much at length as this di es, alt hou gh the 
fpeeches of counfel are left out, and only the decifion of the 
Court is given; this is p! receded by aclear ftatement of the 
matter, which {tood for the op! iion of the Court. 

‘The author, very properly, introduces mott of the cafes 
with a fhort fummary y of the point of law thereby eftablifhed, 
fuch as itis now the fafhion of our rep: orters to place in the 
margin, atthe head of each cafe: as this ; gives the clue to 
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Robinfon’s View of Englifs Wars. 3 


what follows, and contains briefly the pith of it, we fubmit 
w hether it would not improve the work, as a manual, if fuch 
introductory patlages were printed in /fa/ics, fo as to catch the 
eye at the firft openi: ng of the book. 
Thefe fummaries are a great improvement in the modern 
- of reporting. They were firft, we believe, brought to 
he prefent perfection of precific on and brevity by Mr. Douglas 
ii ia hie Reports, and this character has been conftantly fupported 
by Mr. Durnford and Mr. Eaft, in their Term Repo ts. We 
have heard it w hifpered, that this Abridgement ts confidered ag 
a fort of trefpafs, and, perhaps, piracy, upon the ‘¢ Term Re- 
ports,’ but this imput ation does not feem to be at all war- 
ranted ; nor docs this new attempt to facilitate the labours of 
the practifer feem at all to forebode any diminution of fale to 
the other valuable publication, li is a of a different cha- 
racter, and by no meansa fubftitute for it. There are pur- 
chafers, as well as readers, enough for 7 Abridger and the 
Reporters too; and we mott he: artily with them to ‘proceed i inh 
their refpective labours ; thofe w ith, the credit they have long r 
fo defervedly enjoyed, and this with fuch as we think he is 
well intitled to obtain, 





Art. II. Robinfon’s View of the Caufes and Cinfequences of 
Eng glifb lVar: 


(Continued from P. ies, VOL. I.) 


TF the following paffage be not a contradiCiion in terms, we 
4A mult confefs, the argument of it is too fubtle for our 
penetration,—* [t isa queftion for the moralift to fettle, whe- 
ther refiltance, or paflive obedience and fubmiflion, be beit for 
mankind; tor, it has been ailerted, and not without much 
plaufibility, that univerfal refiftance would produce univerfal 
peace.” Now, in our apprehenfion, a ilate of univerfal re- 
fiftance, it fuch an idea were not alm of too horrid, even in 
fuppofition, very clearly implies a {tate of univerfal war: the 
oppreifed, as well as the oppreilors, muft, in fuch a cafe, be- 
come aggreflors; and fo, like Ifhmael, every man’s hand 
would be raifed avaintt every man; and the world be rendered 
an Aceldema, or ‘field of blood. That, in the opinion of our 
author, infurre Tion, if not a facred right, is fynonimous with 

bravery, i is to beinterred from the follow ing pleon: ultic fentence ; 
conveying an inuendo that is particularly improper to be 
brought forward in times like the prefent. Speaking of the 
Britons under Agricola, he fays, “ ‘thefe brave iflanders were 
2 ever 
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4 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


ever rifing in infurredtion.” (Pp. 3.) An equally unfeafonable 
and mifchievous inference is deduced from the fable of the afs 
and his panniers, in Pp. 33. InP. 72 & /eg. we meet with 
another no lefs ill-timed and ill-founded vindication of Wat 
Tyler; or, as our more indulgent author, after fome conge- 
nial authorities, rather choofes to call him, ‘* Walter, a Tyler 
of Deptford.” It matters not, that the whole current of im- 
partial hiftory is againft him ; he will have this hero and pa- 
triot of Deptford recorded as a brave man, for no reafon that 
we can furmife, but that he rofe in im/furrection; and his re- 
bellion is celebrated as *‘ the firft attempt that was made in 
England in favour of the people.” His followers too, are, 
with equal reafon, celebrated as ‘* the commons of England, ri- 
fing in their own defence.”’ Be it fo, it will then indubitably 
follow, that, on the fame principle, the daring and defperate 
rebel chieftain in Ireland, Holt, is alfoan hero, and a patriot ; 
and his murderous adherents, the commons of Jreland, rifing in 
their own detence. How far this ftudied, yet feeble, and 
futile, vindication of the Kentifh infurreétion was, or was 
not, intended to fugceft a fimilar apology for the dreadful re- 
bellion now raifing in Ireland, is belt known to the author : 
al] that we are concerned to fupport on the occafion is, that 
if the one was defenfible, fo is the other.—The following re- 
ficction, if it be not direétly feditious, is yet fo loofely ex- 
preffed, and fo very liable to be perverted to the moft pernicious 
practical - purpofes, that we cannot but reprobate it as alike 
deteftable anddangerous,—‘* He who is acquainted with the an- 
nals of mankind, will pay /rttle refpec? to the laws of nations, 
which have ever been diétated by tyrants, varied according to 
their pleafure ; but will refpect, and wil only refpect, the laws, 
and dictates of humanity.” (Pp. 79.) To be a rebel feems to be 
a fufficient recommendation to the favour of our author: thus, 
in P. 93, we find him, very confiftently tlepping forth as the 
rete and champion of another noted infurgent, Jack 
ade: he too is faid to have *¢ aimed at the benefit of she com- 
mons of England.” A {till more mifchievous infinuation, 
calculated to miflead, if not to encourage mutiny among our 
feamen and our foldiers, occurs in p. 148. Speaking of 
Admiral Blake, he is acknowledged to have been, indeed— 


‘© The firft ornament of his age and country ; but we cannot for. 
bear to lament, that, before he fought the battles of his country, he 
did not think it neceflary to enquire, ahether its ears avere jut: 
that he fought in this Spanith war, we think a ftain upon his cha. 
acter ; for never will governors be juit, or men moral, ¢:// the foldier 
Gnd the farlor examme the juftice of their engagements. It is ho. 
uoi.cable to the age of which we are treating, that many officers really 
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Robinfon’s View of Englifh Hars. 5 


did reign their commiffirns rather than ferve in this deteftable war, 
Surely the time will come, when men will no longer cat throats for 


‘2 


bread, nor murder for hire. 


His good opinio n of, and refpec for, religion, feem not, if 
We may judge from the following pailage, (P. 102,) to rife 
much higher than his attachment to Kings. 

‘© That the blood which was fhed in England, in this century, 
(viz. the fitteenth,) thould be thed by Chriftian Princes and Nobles, 
muft ever be regarded with zffonifhment, and goes far to warrant one 
of thefe conclutfions ; cither that Chritti nity J is a religion which cane 
not influence, and, confequently, which 1s not calculated for man. 
kind; or that men, at this time, were ignorant of its moft obvious 
and fimple principles: and of wi hat benetit can that religion be to 
inankind, of the mo%t funple principles of which, the y may, with the 
book in their hand ’ be for AVES ign orant ? 


Stripped of its flourifh and parade, this doughty objeCion 
againit Chriftianity dwindles hae acavil; or, at molt, it isan 
objection that may, with jultas much propriety, be urged againft 
all that is called natural religion, as again{t that which has 
been revealed. It is thus that dathing realoners, ailuming 
prince iples, haftily deduce conclufions from them, without 
waiting to confider whether the premifes can, or cannot, be 
proved. Before any ftrefs can be laid on the conclufion here 
drawn, it is incumbent on our author to prove two points ; 
though, we conccive, it will be difficult for him to prove ei- 
ther of them. The firft point he has to prove is, that the 

lood fhed in England during the fitteenth century was fhied, 
folely, through the means ot Princes and Nobles: and, adly, 
it it was, that thofe Princes and Nobles were really C hriflians ; 
that is to fay, Chriftians in deed, as well as in name. He might, 
had he been fo difpofed, here have adverted to the recent exam- 
le of two Chrifiian Princes ; we mean our own firft Charles, 
and the late Louis the Sixteenth of France, who fuffered 
their own blood to be barbaroully {hed, rather than fhed the 
blood of their fubjeéts! doing fo, beyond all doubt, becaufe 
they really were Chriftians, If, however, contrary to our ex- 

pectation, he fhould be able to prove the firlt of thefe points, 
it will, of itfelf, clearly difprove the fecond: becaufe, if 
fuch bi obd was fhe d wantonly, or cruelly, as our author would 
infinuate it was, it is impoflible it could be fhed by real Chrif- 
tians, Add to this, it might, as has already been intimated, 

jult as well be objected to C hriftianity, that it has been of no 
benefit to mankind, becaufe, with the book in their hands, 
Chriltians in general, alas! are far from being governed by its 
pure principles, and the world {till abounds with wickednefs. 
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6 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


If our author thinks it neceffary to write new books, merely 
for the fake of reviving old cavils like thefe, the fubject is in- 
exhauftible. He may call on us to account for that fad ftate 
of ignorance with regard to matters of religion, in which a 
large portion of the globe is fuffered ftill to remain ; whilft 
two or three mere fpots on it only are bleffed with a gofpel 
revelation. Many fouls there are, that, were it properly 
propofed to them, would, no doubt, gladly embrace the 
doétrines of Chriftianity, and perhaps adorn the profeffion of 
it with a more fuitable practice than Chriftians in general do. 
Many thoufands there were, in the early ages of time, who 
devoted their lives to the ftudy of the nature of God, the 
knowledge of his will, and the immortality of the foul ; but 
they enquired and they ftudied in vain. Many thoufands there 
ftill are who would fain fee the things which we fee, but they 
have not feen them; and hear the do€trines which we hear, but 
they have not been vouchfafed unto them. Who knows but 
that there are, at this time, great numbers in the world who 
would have. the faith of Abraham, if they were bleffed with the 
revelation with which Abraham was bleed?) Why then was 
Abraham feleéted, as it were, to be the father of the faithful, 
and the favourite of heaven; whilft Socrates, who lived and 
died in the fearch of truth, and in the practice of what he 
believed to be virtue, 2lfo lived and died in ignorance and 
error? Jult as many a modern Bramin, of pure and fpotlefs 
life, and the moft entire finglenefs of heart, ftill gropes in 
vain for a ray of that light, which alone has brought lif and 
immortality to light ; they feek, but they do not find; they afk, 
but they receive not 5 they knock, but it is not opened unto them. 
Notwithftanding all this ; notwithftanding that, in the conteft 
for the recovery of man from fin and perdition, which has 
‘Jafted from the hour of the fall to the prefent day, between 
the Creator of the world and man’s feducer, that is to fay, for 
a {pace of full 7o0o years, the advantage {till remains, where 
from the firit, indeed, it hath ever becn, on the fide of the 
apoftate angel ; yet can we not acquiefce in the conclufion, 
that Chriftianity, confidered as a fcheme for the reformation 
of mankind, has proved abortive. “The benefits refulting from 
Chriltianity, though far lefs than may ultimately be hoped for, 
¢ven now are great and manifeft; and, far from leading to 
any fuch fceptical mifgivings, as our author indulges in, may 
be regarded as an earne!t of the completion of its purpofes in 
God’s own good feafon : it will be completed then only, 
when (to borrow the words of a writer,* whom we regard as 





* Boucher on the American Revolution, rp. 7. 
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Robinfon’s View of Englifth Wars. 


a fair exemplar of found Britifh and Church-of-England 
principles) ‘‘ after a long day of darknefs, during w hich the 
church of Chrift has been eclipfed by the thick clouds of ig- 
norance and irreligion, it fhall pleafe God, by the bright 
beams of the glorious fun of the Gofpel, to difpel all error, 
and caufe truth to fhine forth with all its own celeftial fplen- 
dour.” 

It his ftruck us as fomething extraordinary, that a writer of 
this cait and complexion fhouk Jadu: lly be more indulgent to, 
and {peak better of, even the firft Charles, than he does of 
William III. of glorious memory. Ra rely do Republicans 
praife the one or difpraife the other: fo that, in reading his 
narrative of fome Portions of thefe sty reigns, we fometimes 
almoit forgot to what fchool he belor ged. He is equally liberal, 
though at the expence, it may he of hie confilte acd, in what 
he fays of John Knox and the Covenanters; The pailage is 
fpirited, it is manly, and it is eloguent— 


‘© He who fondly annie of the dignity of human nature, of the 
authority of reafon, and the fi mple princi inles of an equal government, 
mut not mix in the councils of the Covenanters to ftre ngthe n the {weet 
unpreflions of his vifion. ‘A fanaticifm more outrageous, if poflible, 
than the fuperftition it oppofed, animated thefe godly gw of 


popery ; an d the difciples of Calvin and Knox, forgetful of th ‘mild 
{pirit of Chriftianity, which every feét has cele brated and ne oletted, 
rufhed tow Var, Cayer for flaugt hy r, “and thirity for blood,’ Pr. 36. 


But his mE lucubrations on the long, oft, and well, ar- 
gued topics of refiftance, and the abdication of James II. are, 
in his own words, ©‘ trifling and frivolous” in the extreme, 
In reprobating Mr. Fox’s lilly ** diflinction between refiftance 
as aqueltion of morals, and reliftance asa queftion of prudence,” 
though far from being right pasa lf, he is lefs wrong than 
Mr. Fox. He ater bly was not aware that, in retailing the 
cant of his party refpecting the “Majeps of the People, he ex- 
pofed himfelf to a fimilar it miputation : the fentiment, as well 
as the phrafeology, is beneath our farther notice, being 
almoft too low even fora toaft at a Whig-Club. "On the 
fubje@ of the Revolution, fcorning to keep any terms with 
thofe who, like ourfelves, {peak of it with caution, he de- 
clares his mind without even the appearance of any referve. 
The plain truth of the matter, he fays, is— 


‘© That James violated the conftitutional laws, and ¢he people pro. 
perly and jujily depofe d bi m for this offence. UWHaving thus taken the 

vernment into their own hands, they exercifed an att of their own 
Majefty, and ele&ed William, Prince of Orange, to be their King, 
and Mary their Queeh, who neither of them had any other pofible 
claim to authority in thefe kingdoms.”’ Pp, 161, 
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8 | ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


All the comment we can allow ourfelves to make on thefe 
very unguarded and vehement declarations, 1s, that if thefe be 
indeed the prevailing principles of his party, that Kings may 
thus be made and unmade at pleafure, no matter how or bY 
whom, we are thankful that the bulk of the people of thefe 
realms have at length difcovered how dangerous they are, and 
of courfe hold them in as much contempt and abhorrence as 
we do. | 

This ftrange incongruous idea of one Sovereign’s (that is to 
fay, the /overeign people,) electing another /overeign, pervades 
all the remainder of the volume. ‘On the demife of William— 


‘© The Parliament of England, acting for the people, again ex- 
erted an a& of fovercignty, and placed the daughter of the degraded 


Monarch onthe throne.’’ P. 171. 

Again: the Englith People, having declared themfelves the 

« Real and legitimate /overeign, and having eleGed two Kings and 
one Queen, united to refift the pretenfions of this Prince (the fon of 
the abdicated Monarch,) and to affert therr own Mayeffy. ‘The 
rebellion (viz. that of 1715) was foon fuppreffed, and the Englifh 
had the pleafure to fee therr own /overerenty triumph over the Soves 
reign, who claimed them as his inheritance ; and natural rights efta- 
blifhed on the ruin of thofe which are fi¢titious.’’ p. 177. 


Ireland, it feems, was not quite fo fortunate: ‘¢ that king- 
dom, ignorant, catholic, loyal, declared for the banifhed Mo- 
narch.”” It might not be eafy to feleGt, out of this curious 
climax of epithets, that one in particular which, in the efti- 
mation of the writer, is the moft reproachful. If, as is the 
rule with writers in general, his epithets, by being multiplied, 
are intended to rife and advance in force and ftrengthy’the laft 
of them mutt, of courfe, be the ftrongett. Hence it will 
follow, that to be ‘yxvrant is bad, as no doubt itis; to be catho- 
dic is {till worfe; but it is worft. of all tobe /oya/. Here, 
furely, is. no mincing of matters: for ourfelves, we own, 
our ears are now fo {tunned with the din of e/cé?ing Sovereigns, 
and the whole of what is here faid about it is fo very little to 
the purpofe, that it is quite ludicrous ; and we have fometimes 
been led almoft to fancy that, inftead of poring over a grave 
book, we were prefent with a party of boys and girls choofing 
King and Queen on Twelfth-Day. 

What remains of this work affords us no lefs {cope for re- 
mark and cenfure than thofe parts of it on which we have 
already fo fully animadverted. It confifts chiefly of an elabo- 
rate, yet very unneceflary and unfeafonable, as well as a very 
feeble, defence of the American Revolution; and a no lefs 
unneceilary, unfeafonable, and futile condemnation of the 
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Robinfon’s View> of Englife Wars. ‘9g 


fent war. After much talk on thefe favourite topics, he 
jeaves both of them much as he found them: no new light is 
thrown upon either. All that we learn from between thirty 
and forty pages, written for the exprefs purpole of illuftrat- 
ing thefe two points; is, that, ‘‘in the eye ot philofophy,’ 
(that is to fay, in the opinion of our author), the government 
of this country has been completely in the wrong in both in- 
{tances. How little he is difpofed to liften to the opinions of 
thofe who differ from him in either of thefe refpedts (even 
though fuch diflentients fhould comprehend; as we believe they 
do, a vat majority of the moft intelligent perfons in all the 
civilized world; without excepting even the people of Ame- 
rica themfelves,) may be collected from the following fingu- 
larly boaftful and bombattic paflage :— 

«© There are ot, in the vocabulary of idiotifin idtlf words fuf- 
ficiently charatteriftic of that inanity of mind which he difcovers 
who attémpts to defend the meafures of Britain in her attack upon 
the liberties of America.”’ 


In our review of this work, we have gone into a greater 
length than, if it be confidered merely in itfelf, its impor- 
tance may feem either to juftify or excufe. Yet, far enough 
as it is from any claim to be regarded, in any point of view, 
as a maiterly work, it feemed neceflary that our readers 
fhould be made well acquainted with the height and the depth 
of an author who is fo likely often to folicit their attention, 
His book, morcover, ftruck us as being fomething like a 
text-book of Jacobinifm:—it certainly is no urfair {pecimen 
of the general literary exertions of the party. 

The impolicy, the ufeleffmefs, and the miferies of war, are 
topics that never fail to intereft a numerous clafs of readers, 
tercly on the fcore of their apparent humanity. This ac- 
counts for popular writers fo often feleéting fuch fubjeéts: 
nor is it more difficult to account for their fo often perverting 
them to the purpofes of faction, Neither our author, nor 
any other man, can lament and deprecate, more than we dog 
the fad fucceffion of wars in which it has been the hard fate 
of this kingdom to be fo often engaged: but we muft give up 
our common honefty, as well as our common fenfe, before 
we can concur with them in laying the blame of them all at 
the door either of Priefts, Nobles, or Kings. In many in- 
{lances we know, and could eafily prove, the direét contrary 
to be the fact: our author himfelf acknowledges it (r. 184, 
and 152,) where he mentions ‘‘ the wars of Merctiants,”’ 

In point of ftyle; the book is unequal; but no Where can it 
be faid to be ill-written; yet, confideriug that the alifborJ@ 
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= ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


ndw not only a veteran writer, but in almoft daily practice, 
We have been furprized to find in his pages fome inaccuracies | 
iti grammar, as well as feveral colloquial barbarifms. Some 
of thefe it is our duty to notice. 

 « The Britons awaked to new misfortanes,” (Pp. 4.) ‘* Re- 
Volutions were the accurrente of every day.” (p.6.) ‘* The 
virtues dwelled not with Princes,’’ (p. 8.) But his moft ftri- 
king peculiarity as to grammar is an unaccountable predi- 
leétion for the auxiliary verb were, as though it were ‘equiva- 
lent to would b¢, ‘It were impoflible to defcribe,” dc. (P.ga} 
«* The reproach of this monfter were an honour to the clergy,” 
&c.-(p. 172.} In P. 183 it feems to be ufed for might be. 

«< John atterwards figured away,” &c. (Pr. 34.) ‘A war 
of hired cut-throats,” (p. 37.) By every means fair and 
foul,” (Pp. 40.) “ Henry the Third was @ coward, a liar, 
and fome think a fool.” (Pp. 42.) ‘ Fhe curfed ariftocracy of 
that country.” (p.47.) * It is no bufinefs of ours.” (P. 77) 


it. 


Art. WE. The Retrsfpef; or a Colleftion of Traéts pubs 
 difhed at various Periods of the War, Ineluding fome Re- 
dedi on the Influence of Mr. Locke's Theory of Govern- 
ment, in produting that Combination of Anarchy and Op- 
preffion, which has affumed the Name of Facobinifm. With 
ii Preface. Dedicated to his moft Chriflian Ma- 





joy Louis XVIII. King of France, Navarre, Sc. By 
ohn Bowles, Efq. $8vo. Pp. 387. Price 6s. Longman, 
798: 


EW writers have attended fo clofely to the origin and pro- 
grefs of the French Revolution as the author of the book 
before us, as few have learnt to appreciate, at once fo early 
and fo accurately, its caufes, its principles, and its confe- 
quences; and ftill fewer have laboured foearneftly to explain 
to their countrymen the imminent dangers with which this des 
ftru&tive phcenomenon threatened not only their repofe, but 
their focial and political exiftence ; and to point out that re- 
medy which is alone adequate to the removal of an evil of 
which the vital principle mutt be deflroyed before the peace . 
and fafety of fociety can reft on a fecure and folid bafis. 

‘Fhe tracts which this volume contains have, as it is ftated 
m the title-page, been publifhed feparately, at diferent pe- 
rlods of the war; and the objeét of their re-publication at the 
_ prefent moment is, to convince the powers of Europe that, if 
| Pa ge sah fuggeltions had been adopted, and his advice pur- 

sed, the progrels of French arms and of French principles 

: might 
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might have been checked, and all the conquered countries 
preferved from the iron yoke of Gallic oppreffion. Thefe 
are not ex poft fade admonitions; but —_ arguments of 
which the juitice and wifdom are eftablifhed by the leat falli- 
ble of ali tefts—the teft of experience. The tracts are fix in 
number. 1. Lhe real Grounds of the prefent War with 
France; with a Poftfcript. 2. Obje@ions to the Continu- 
ance of the War examined and refuted. 3. Reflections fub- 
mitted to the Confideration of the Combined Powers. 4 
Farther Reflections fubmitted to the Confideration of the 
Combined Powers. 5. Thoughts om the Origin and Forma- 
tion of Political Conititutions. 6. The Dangers of prema- 
ture Peace. Several valuable notes, both critica] and illuftra- 
tive, have been added; and, in the fifth tract, a moft intereft- 
ing and important difcuffion on the nature of Civil Liberty is 
introduced, for the firft time, and occupies upwards of thirty 
pages. As the tra¢is themfelves have been extenfively circue . 
lated, and their contents, of courle, well known to the pub- 
lic, our obfervations will be principally confined to the new 
matter, The author thus explains the objects of thefe tracts 
in his general Preface: 


“* A confiderable part of the rceafoning contained in thefe tracts 
was intended to prove that the fecurity of all regular government, and 
the continuance of the bleffings of orderly fociety, were, under the fub- 
fifting circumfances, effentially connected with the fate of the French 
monarchy ; and that it was therefore the indifpenfible duty of the 
powers of Europe to declare for the lawful Sovereign of France, and 
to make his re(toration the immediate and the avowed objeét of the 
war, as the beft, and, perhaps, the only means of attaining its ul- 
timate obje&t, the deftruétion of the common enemy of all govern. 
ments, afd of all eftablifiments, religious and civil. Is there now 
a man in Europe, who is friendly to thofe eftablifhments, who does 
not lament that this courfe was not followed? Is there one, who is 
not now convinced, that the caufe of the French monarch is that of 
every monarch, nay of every individual, who is defirous of the pre- 
fervation of order, and the protection of law? Is there one who 
does not now fee, that a declaration in favour of the Gallic King, 
would have been no lefs politic, than juft and honourable—that at 
would have conduced, more than any thing elfe, to the fuccefs of the 
allies, by pledging tem to a common and fpecifie object, and by 


preventing that fatal diftruft and jealoufy, which a fafpicion, that 


each was purfuing his own private views, could not fail’ to excite— 
and that it would have deprived the French ufurpers of the only pre- 
text they had to unite all parties in France, that of infinuating that 
the Combined Powers had confederated for the difmemberment and 
partition of the country?” 
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In refpe&t of the propriety of making the reftoration of 
the French Monarchy the ‘* avowed objeét of the war,” Mr, 
Bowles concurs in opinion with Mr. Burke, but differs from 
thofe who direét the councils of the Britifh Empire. The 
amembers of adminiftration, indeed, have fo far adopted the 
principle as to admit that fuch reftoration would be the beit 
means ‘ of attaining its ultimate object, the deftruGtion of 
the common eneiny of all governments, and of all eftablifh- 
ments, religious and civil; but farther than this they have 
never gone; and, indeed, when we confider the {tate of the 
public mind, in this country, at the commencement of the 
war, and the efforts which were made, by a defperate faction, 
ftill farther to poifon and pervert it, we are led to entertain 
very {trong doubts as to the prudence and propriety of fuch a 
declaration. Could the public, indeed, have been brought to 
defery what Mr. B. and tome others fo plainly difcovered, the 
object in queftion might have been fafely avowed, and its 
avowal might, probably, have ftrengthened that party in. 
France which was averfe from the new order of things. But, 
without this advantage, it would haye fupplied the opponents 
of the war with additional weapons, which they would nat 
have. failed to employ for the fulcitation of popular difcontent. 
The fame reafons, however, did not prevail on the Continent, 
where the meafure recommended might have been purfued 
with facility and adyantage. 

As to the ‘ pretext” which the regicides employed “ to 
unite all partics in France,” it was one which Said not have 
impofed on any people lefs credulous and lefs vain than the 
French, The erection of the Imperia} Standard on the walls 
of Valenciennes has, we know, been adduced, even by the 
Royalifts of France, as a proof of the interefted views of the 
courts of Vienna and Berlin; but this is more the language of 
prejudice than of reafon ; and the fituation of thefe courts, 
at the commencement of the contelt, has never been made 
the fubject of cool confideration and deliberate judgement. If 
the Kingsof Hungary and Pruflia, juftly alarmed at the de- 
ftructive principles publicly preached by the Apoftles. of 
French Liberty, had, on the paramount plan of felf-prefer- 
vation, recognized and confirmed by the Law of Nations, 
combined in a hoftile league, and declared war again{t France, 
‘it would have been, at once, their duty and their intereft, in 
the event of a ficcefstul invafion of the Gallic territory, ta 
fecure their canqueits in the name of the French Mo: 
parch, But the fa was very different; without any provo- 
ation, or even preparation, on their part, the predominating 
faction of the day, with Bri/ot at their head, iifued a Decla* 
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ration of War againft them; fent an army into the Auftrian 
Netherlands, and reduced feveral places belonging to the 
Emperor. It was to repel this wanton and unprovoked ag- 
orellion, and, at the fame time, to crufh the principles by 
Which “it was generated, nurfed, and {upported, that the 
leading powers of Germany took the field; when, therefore, 
atter driving the enemy from.the polts which he had occupied, 
they follow ed him into his own territory, and reduced his for- 
trelles, it was furely both natural and juttifiable to exercile 
the general ac owiaied rights of war, and to take pofleflion 
of them in the name of that power by which they had been 
fubdued. Such a proceeding could not be regarded, except by 
the jaundiced eye of prejudice, as the offspring of intereft or 
ambition ;—it was fanétioned by the conduct of every belli-~ 
gerent nation in every ages—all cenfure, therefore, tounded 
en this balis is unjult. 

Aga quettiqn of policy or expediency, indeed, the anly light 
in which Mr. B. has confidered it, the prudence and propri- 
ety of the meafure becomes a fair ground for difcuffion, It 
certainly was ufed as a pretext for promoting that unity of 
effort which our author defe ribes, and as certainly fucceeded, 
But, good Heavens! what opinion muft we entertain of a peo+ 

le who can be fo egregioufly duped, and who can advance 
Ph monttrous and iniupportable pretenfions? France has, 
during along fucceflion of ages, been bulily employed in the 
augmentation of her power, and the extenfion of her territory, 
by conquefts and ufurpations in the neighbouring ftates; and it 
is to this very circumitance that fhe is, in a great meafure, 
indebted for the fuccefs which has recently attended the joint 
operation of her arms and principles. When an attempt is 
made {till farther to promote her aggrandizement, her people 
look on with filence, if not with applaufe, but the moment it 
fails, and the neceffary retribution enfues, they fly to arrhs: 
Monarchifts and Republicans, Royalifts and Regicides unite ; 
and all proclaim their ct Bey i not to fuffer the {mallet 
diminution of her power! will take all they can, for- 
footh, but allow nothing to be ie hs from them! 

On this point, too, not only their immediate advocates in 
this country, but others, who are by no means friendly to 
their principles, concur with the ufurpers at Paris; and fe 
to think the project of difmembering France, (if fucha fem 
ject really exifted,)—that France, whofe gigantic ftrength has 
been acquired by the difmemberment of other ftates—would 
be a crime of the deepeft dye. For our part, we fhould be 
perfectly willing to take any fhare in the criminality of fuch 
an enterprize; not with a view to gratify ambition, but from 
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che conviction, that the fafety of eM requires the impetuous 
torrent, which has broken down all the bounds of focial order, 
and {wept away the fences that fhould prote religion and 
morality, to be confined to a more limited fpace, and com- 
pretied within a narrower bed. Vauban’s “ Iron Frontier,” 
which has hitherto ferved as a means of fecurity to French 
ndizement, fhould henceforth be rendered an igftrument 
protection to the neighbouring powers.—If the wings of 
France be not clipped, fhe will ultimately obfcure the world 
by their expanfion. 

But a meafure thus refulting from a principle of felf-pre- 
fervation has nothing in common with the criminal motive of 
ambition, that afpires to enrich itfelf at the expence of an 
unoffending neighbour. In their nature, influence, and 
effects, they are as oppofite as the poles ; we, therefore, fully 
agrce with Mr.. Bowles, that fhould the combined powers 
fucceed in wrefting the conquered countries from the fangs of 
republican cefpotif{m— 


“¢ They muit not be allowed to feed ambition. They maft not even 
be employed as make-weights in the political feale, to reftore, by 
new arrangements, the balance which has heen for a time de, 
ftroyed. No; they muft be confidered as the means put by Provi- 
dence in our hands, to effeét the complete deftru€tion of that Revo, 
Jutionary power, which threatens with defolation the whole habitable 
lobe, ‘That Power may ftill triumph, although its fpoils be wrefted 
se the French Republic, nay, although that Republic be over. 
thrown, if, in confequence of its ravages, any materia] change were 
to take place in the political ftate of Europe, Of this its agents are 
fo well aware, that where they cannot entirely diforganize a country, 
they eagerly feize every opportunity to difturb and unfetile its ancient 
ties and connections ; well knowing, that when the bonds, which 
have long holden together a community, arediiJolved, time alone can 
give durability to ncw ones, This is the deep policy of the French 
revolutionifts. This is the object of their newly-difcovered fyftem 
of compenfations, ‘Thus do they labour to undermine the foundatioas 
of Empires, and in the midft, nay, by the very terns, of a nominal 
Peace, carry on their plans of univerfal deftruction, To counteract 
fuch mifchievous policy, 'it mutt be a firft principle with the Powers, 
confederated for the prefervation of civil fociety, to reftore, as com. 
pletely as poflible, after fo tremendous a convulfion, the former fyf. 
tem of Europe, The fatus quo ante bellum, that is before the French 
Revolution, (which was, from its commencement, a War upon the 
whole fyftem of civilized fociety,) fhould be their Polar Star, the in. 
rariable guide of their eondutt.—They fhould, as far as fubfifting 
eircumnttances will permit, confider as facyed every pre-cxifting relation 
~-every priftine right---every immemorial ufage---every part of the 
Public Law of Europe---every former Government---every longs 
eftabluhed Conftitution—ip one word, whatever, till the buriting out 
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ef the French Revolution, had ferved to conneét people in States, of 
States in an harmonious and well-balanced fyftem of mutual interes 
eourfe and dependence. Uniefs they a¢t upon thefe principles, they 
will leave, not only the grounds of future contention among them« 
felves, but alfo the germ of future Revolutions, which French 
Revolutionifts have fo plentifully fcattered."” Pp. 33-35. 


We now turn from the preface, which occupies twenty-eight 
Pages, and contains a varicty of appofite remarks, and judi- 
eiotts reflections, to the ilill more important difcuflion of the 
‘< Origin of Government,” a faubje& of deep and permanent 
intereft: Amid{t the falfe notions znd pernicious maxims 
which the French revolution has engendered ; amidit the dif- 
tempered zeal and indefatigable exertions of their advocates, 
to propagate them in every country, it is with heart-felt cons 
cern that we have obferved the indifference difplayed by the 
enemies of thefe fantaitical tenets, to fubjects of this de- 
fcription ; and the little encouragement afforded to difcuffions 
Which have for their obje& a mehioration of mind, a correétion 
of judgement, and an improvement of principle; which, by 
expofing the falfehood and the folly of modern theorifts, re- 
move the difcontent which their labours are intended to create ; 
and which, by deftroying the fandy bafis cftablifhed by pride, 
prefumption, and vanity, infpire that Chriftian humility 
which is peculiarly favourable to the growth of religious and 
moral fentiment. We fhall not here enquire into the caufe of 
this {pecies of apathy, but content ourfelves wih deploring 
its effects, and imprecating its difcontinuance. 

We lament, exceedingly, that the limits neeeflarily pres 
fcribed to articles of criticifm, prevent us from giving the 
whole of Mr. Bowles’s brief, but profound, difquiiition of 
the foundation of civil fociety. We muit confine ourfelves, 
for the prefent, to a partial quotation, and defer the farther 
eonfideration of this important topic to a future number. 


“¢ The fource of thofe erroneous and ruinous fyftems, which, in 
modern times, have affu:ned the dignified name of philo/ophy, is a 
miftaken idea refpecting the origin of government, and, indeed, of 
fociety. <A fet of vilionary fpeculatifts, in defiance both of reafon 
and experience, have imagined that a ftate of fociety was preceded 
by, what they call, a ftate of nature ; in which they fuppofe man- 
kind to have bren in a condition of perte¢t liberty, equality, and in. 
dependence, bound by no laws, connected by no ties, fubjeé to no 
authority, and totally independent each of the reit ;---that, fenfible 
of the nuincrous difadvantages attending fugh a fituation, and defi. 
tous of procuring the benefits of mutual aid, comfort, and defence, 
they agreed to unite in fociety-~-but that, finding it impoffible to at- 
tain the ends of fociety withcu: Government, aud equally fo for the 
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whole ciety to exercife the functions of Government, they, or @ 
majority of them, appointed perfons, in whom they repofed mott con. 
fidence, to at as governors, and invefted them with fufficient powers 
for that purpofe. 

«¢ Thus, according to this fyfiem, Government is a delegation iffus 
ing from the people, arid its power is entirely derived from them, 
Rut the people, the only fource of authority, did not part with their 
‘original right. They retained their fuppofed Sovercignty : and the 
power, which iffued from them ih the firft inftance, de ‘pends, for its 
continuance, on the ftreams which flow from the fountain head. In 
fact, as thefe vifionaries contend s the powers of Government are merely 
2 truft, created by the peopley which they, at‘all times, are intitled 
to wn and to velt, at their difcretion, in other h vat. They are 
always free to difplace the governors whom they have appointed, and 
to punifh them for mal-adminiftration—-to diflolye the Government 
which they have created, and to choofe a new one, in whatever form 
and manner they think proper; over which they will, of courfe, have 
the fame controul as they had over the firit, and {o on, ad infinitum, 
OF, at leatt, till time fhall be no more. 

‘© Thefe cra@fe and unnatural {peculations, re{pecting the origin of 


Government, hid long floated in the minds of men, and had been - 


often ufed as a pretext, by faétious and turbulent characters, to dif- 
turb the order of fociety, when they acquired an unforturate refpeét- 
ability and influence, from being fetiouily adopted and itrenuoufly 
fupported by Mrs Locke. ‘That writer moulded them into a fy ftom 
which has fince been the creed of a party, who, under the denomina- 
tion of Whigsyconfider themfelves as the only friends to civil liberty. 
In his Treatite on Civil Government, Mr. Locke made the world a 
prefent which has proved fatal to its repofe and happinefs. In the 
moft elaborate manner he there contends, that, § men are by nature 
free, equal, and independent’—that ‘no one cdn be put out of this 
eftate, and fubjected to the political power of another, or put on the 
bonds of civil fociety, without his own confent’—that fuch confent 
is. the exly beginning of lawful goverument’—that it is falfe to 
infer, that, * becaufe men are born under government, they are natu. 
rally fubjects to it,’ or that © they are not at liberty to begin a now 
one’—for © no man can, by any compact whatever, bind his children 
or poilerity 5 a child is born a ‘fubj ect of no country or government, 
but is mercly under his father’s tuition and authority, ull he comes 
ta age of difcretion, and then he is a freeman, at liberty what go- 
vernment to put himfelf under.’ 
‘© There is no doubt that Mr. Locke thought the above fyftem of 
fociety effential to the exiftence of freedom, and that, under this im. 
reflion, inftead of examining, candidly and impartially, whether it 
was really founded in n: tures OF confittent with reafon, he deter- 
mined, at all hazards, to maintain it; my like an advocate within 
only to triumph over his adverfary, (Sir obert Filmer,) he bent his 


whole faculties to the fupport of his hypotheliss | That fuch a fyftem 


is inott inimical to the liberties of mankind, will be {hewn hereafters 
But 
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But to prove that it is impraéticable, Mr. Locke is certainly the belt 
poflible evidence. ‘This, with that inconfiitency which is ever the 
tate of fyftem-mongers, he has completely done. For, having afferted 
that individual confent is ‘ the only beginning.of lawful govern. 
ment,’ and contended for the abfolute right of every individual, 
though born under a government fo inftituted, when he comes of age 
to refufe fubjection to it, he foon finds that the focial machine cannot 
be thus kept in motion. He therefore feeks for another principle, fome- 
what lefs abfurd, indeed, but equally inapplicable to a ftate of fociety ; 
and he gets rid of his difficulty by vefting, in a majority, the right 
of binding the othet members of his felf-created community. But 
he was not aware that, in eftablithing his fanciful and impra¢ticable 
right of majorities, he overthrew the very principle of individual 
confent which he had made the foundation of his whole fyftem. For 
he fays, ‘ If the confent of the majority fhall not, in reafon, be re. 
ceived, as the a& of the whole, and conclude every individual, no. 
thing but the confent of every individual can make any thing to be 
the act of the whole. But fuch a confent is next to impoflible ever to 
be had, if we confider the infirmities of health, and avocations of 
bufinefs, which in a number, though much lefi than that of a com- 
monwealth, will neceffarily kecp many away from the public affem- 
bly. ‘To which, if we add the variety of opinions, and contrariety 
of iptereft, which unavoidably happen in all colleétions of men, the 
coming into fociety upon fuch terms would be only like Cato’s coming 
into the theatre, only to go out again. Such a conftitution as this 
would make the mighty Leviathan of a fhorter duration than the 
fecbleft creatures, and not let it out-laft the day it was born in ; which 
cannot be fuppofed, till we can think that rational creatures fhall de~ 
fire and conttitute focieties only to be diffolved ; for where the ma. 
jority cannot conclude the reft, there they cannot att as one body, 
and, confequently, will be immediately diffolved again,”* Pp. go—g5e 


(To be continued.) 





Art. IV. Eight Sermons preached (as Lady Moyer’s Le@ures) 
in the Cathedral Church of St. Paul, London, in the Year 
1757. To which is added, a Latin Oration, {poken in the 
Hall, at Magdalen College, Oxford, on the Founder's Day, 
Fuly 22, 1733, By William Clements,, A. M. shen 
Curate of St. Mary at Hill, London ; now Librarian at 
Sion College. 8vo. Pp. 197. Rivingtons. Price ss. 


1797- 


T is with infinite fatisfa&tion that we can review fome old- 
fathioned divinity. The good and pious Mr. Clements, 

at the age of eighty-eight, has publifhed a volume of 
Lady Moyer’s Lectures, preached by himfelf, more than 
NO. VII. VOL. 1. D forty 
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forty years ago. To the difgrace of the perfons who have 4 
fight to nominate the leéturers on this pious eftablifhment, we 
are furprized to find, that ‘‘ the cuftom of annually appointing 
a new preacher on this inftitution has been difcontinued for 
feveral years.” On a farther enquiry relative to the antidotes 
which the wifdom of our forefathers had prepared to coun- 
teract the poifon of fectaries, Arians, Socinians, Sabellians, 
and Unitarians, we Icarn, to our great forrow, that at leatt 
an equal neglect of duty, or a falfely refined fyitem of mode- 
ration, has prevented the nomination of a Je@turer at Bow 
church, agreeably to the foundation of the great Boyle!!! 
Hence we cannot but infer, that negligence, at leaft, has pre- 
vailed. in ithe preachers of the fee of Canterbury, and. the 
cathedral of St. Paul’s. We now fimply afk, in the language 
of the acute and learned Dean of Glouceiter, ‘ whofe bufinefs 
it is to prevent the mifchiefs arifing from thefe abufes? 
and whole duty it is to undertake the cure?”’ Of thefe 
eight lectures, the two firlt containa difplay of the truth and 
importance of the doctrine of the ever-bleifed Trinity in Unity ; 
by fhewing the neceflity of a determinate faith, and rightly 
underftanding the fcripture-do€trine concerning the three Per- 
fons, into x: ay name we have been baptized: the two next 
difplay the real and effential divinity of the Son of God, and the 
erfonal union of the divine and human natures in him; this 
is proved from {cripture, compared with fcripture, and illuf- 
trated by antiquity, its beft interpreter, which fhews, that 
the doétrine of three Perfons, in the unity of the Godhead, is 
that faith: the fifth and fixth exhibit the doétrine of the fall 
and redemption of mankind, in which the author endeavours 
to prove, in oppofition to the Socinian mar & the faét both 
of our fall in Adam, and our recovery in Jefus Chrift ; that 
on the reality and connection of thefe two great events, the 
whole of revealed religion turns ; and that on thefe the truth and 
confiftency of the books, both of the Old and New Teftament, 
‘manifeltly depend: in the feventh, having previoufly confi- 
dered the nature and perfon of our blefied Redeemer, he pro- 
ceeds to confider the Holy Ghoft in the fame refpeéts, viz. as 
to his nature and perfon, that he is a perfon diftin& from the 
Father and the Son, and truly God, in unity of effence with 
the Father and the Son, the infpirer, enlightener, and fanétifier 
of the faithful: and, in the laft le€ture, having previoufly 
confidered the truth and importance of thefe great do&trines of 
our éommon falvation, it remains that he fhould exhort us 
in the words of the Apoftle, in his text, “ earne(ftly to cone 

tend for this faith,” as its truth and importance deferve. 
*  The*infolénce, arrogance, and dogmatical affumption .of 
the confequential Doors Price and Prieftley, Meif. Wake- 
field, 
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field, Belfham, and Paine, that have ftigmatized with the title 
of indifcreet effrontery,” (Analytical Review, p. 568, an. 
1798,) the exertions of Horfley, Whitaker, Boucher, and 
Daubeny, to prevent fchifms in our church, compel us to: 
adopt a retrograde review, and to commence our obfervations 
with an extraé from the eighth fermon ;— 


«« For, let us only afk, what are creeds but fummaries of the Chrif- 
tian faith, which the church, like a tender mother, provides for the 
inftruétion of her children in the faith into which they have been 
baptized, by giving its effential and important articles in a fhort and 
comprehenfive view, as in the Apoftles’ Creed. Or, if we confider 
the Nicene and Athanafian Creeds, they teach no other gofpel or doc. 
trine, no new articles of faith, but are only a more explicit declara- 
tion of the fenfe in which the church always underftood the Apoftles’ 
Creed, and, indeed, the fcriptures themfelves ; and were drawn up 
as an antidote to the falfe doctrines and interpretations of the facred 
writings, ftrenuouily propagated by Arius, Sabellius, and other here, 
tics. Now, what can be more difingenuous--what bafer. artifice 
invented to delude the unwary, than this ufed by the heretics of the 
prefent age, in declaiming againft creeds in general? Every one 
who acknowledges the holy fcripture for the rule of his faith mutt 
and will affert his own fenfe of it, in important doétrinal points ; 
and shat fenfé, which he teaches and contends for, is his creed, as 
much as the Nicene and Athanafian is ours. Why, then, do they 
clamour againft us for doing what they do themfelves? The Ariansand 
Socinians induftrioafly propagate their notions ; let them, therefore, 
if they can, give a reafon why the catholic church of Chrift may not 
confult its edification by publifhing its own true and ancient. creed, 
or fenfe of {cripture-doétrine of the Trinity, with as much zeal as 
they confult its deftruction, by. publifhing their ew and fal 
creeds ! 

“© To evaie this queftion they will, perhaps, tell us that ¢ they 
make no’creeds.’ But it is already evident, that to aflert and pro. 
pagate one fenfe of the words of: fcripture in oppofition to another, 
is to make and publifh a creed. If they do it not in an authoritative 
manner, this is only becaufe they have not thought, proper to refign, 
for confcience fake, their ftations in the church; nor. the churches of 
England and Ireland, in their prefent unhappy ftate with regard to 
difcipline, to reject and deprive them. If they could once unite in a 
feparate body, er, which feems more defirable to them, could get’a 
majority, it is probable we fhould foon fee the Nicene and Athana- 
fiarr Creeds condemned as- heretical; and-a new one formed in favour 
of Arianifm or Socinianifm. 

“< In the mean time let ‘us fee, and examine a little; what they pro- 
pofe: to us as a means of giving fome eafe tq their own confciences, and 
putting an end to difputes concerning the faith. The chief thing pro- 
pofed to this‘end is £ to leffen the number of our creeds, by tejetting the 
Nicene and Athanafian, and pesslning only that called the ecu ! 

“ ; 
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This (they fay) is acknowledged to contain all the fundamental ar. 
ticles of the Chriftian faith.*’ We acknowledge it does contain 
them all ; and fo do the holy fcriptures : for it is not the defign of 
this, or either of the other creeds, to make new articles of faith. 
Why, then, do thefe objectors admit any creed, even that called the 
Apoftles? Perhaps they will fay, * becaufe the church always re- 
uired a baptifmal confeflion of faith,’ and they are content to admit 
Apoftles Creed, as a proper and fufficient form for that purpofe. 
It is fo provided it be underftood according to the true and confiftent 
fenfe of daipeess-daticien, as profefied from the beginning in the church 
of Chrift. And, accordingly, it was, in fat, fufficientin the earlier 
and purer ages of chriftianity ; but when heretical depravers of the 
faith began to explain away the fenfe of fcripture, whilft they 
fled to believe the words of it, it was very eafy to do the fame 
with the Apoftles Creed, which runs almoft entirely in fcripture-terms, 
Hence arofe a neceflity of afcertaining the true fenfe of {cripture, by 
amore explicit declaration of its eifential and important doctrines, 
in the Nicene and Athanafian Creeds. The heretics, viz. Arius, Sas 
bellius, &c. were really the aggreflors in creed-making, as they call 
it; 7. ¢. in propagating theirfenfe of the {cripture and of the Apoftles 
Creed, in unfcriptural and metaphyfical terms : the Nicene and Atha- 
nafian Creeds are therefore only necefflary antidotes to the falfe creeds 
that occafioned them ; and wiil continue to be neceflary, as long as 
the church continues to be infefted with the fame heretics. 
© Tt has been objected,t by a diftinguifhed writer, to the Nicene 
Creed, ‘that it is nothing but the determination of a number of 
bifhops in the fourth century—that the prefent is a more enlightened 
age—that is the infeparable property of time ever more and more to 
difcover trath ;’ and nelle te thinks it ‘ unreafonable that we, 
at this diftance of time, fhould be tied down to their determinations.’ 
Here it will be proper to enquire of the objector, whether this deter- 
mination of a number of bifhops, in the fourth century, was in too 
Jate, or in too early, an age, to be veneraole and of weight with 
him? He does not fay it was too late, and fo an innovation upon 
imitive doctrine, as taught in the fecond and third centuries; he 
Peer to know that antiquity was againft him, and therefore fets him- 
felf againit it, by obferving that ‘it is the infeparable property of 
time ever more and more to difcover truth ;’ and inferring from thence 
that the {cripture-dottrine of the Trinity was referved for the difco. 
very of this enlightened age. But, whatever truths time may have 
difcovered, yet I will venture to fay, that the faith once delivered 





* Vide Bishop of Clogher’s Speech in the Houfe of Lords, Dub. 
lin, fpoken February 2, 1756. Printed for Baldwin and Cooper, 
1757. Price 6d, 

+ Vide Dr. ton, Bifhop of Clogher’s Speech in the Irifh 
Houle of 4a gong : es 
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to the faints was not left to be better _underftood and taught in the 
prefent age, than it was in the primitive times, by thofe who recei. 
ved it immediately from the apoitles. It 1s, indeed, no wonder that 
the adverfaries of the catholic faith, inftead of having an eye to thefe, 
the beft interpreters of the holy fcriptures ; inftead of enquiring for 
the old paths wherein the firft Chriftians walked, fhould affect to fhew 
contempt of the primitive fathers, and, in order to propagate this 
contempt, grtolly mifreprefent their character and writings. And 
when once the very entrance to thefe good old paths is by them thus’ 
obftructed and hid, it is not ftrange their deluded and blinded follow. 
ers fhould continue wandering, and at length be loft, in endlefs 


mazes !’’ 


This divine coincides in opinion with Dr. Waterland, that 
Athanafius was not the author of this Creed, and that its 
authority depends little on his moral character; and agrees 
with that learned and indefatigable writer, in afcribing it to 
Hilary, Bifhop of Arles, in France, and fuppofes it to have 
been written by him about the year 430. As the author chofe 
to conceal his name, it was called or entitled, only ‘‘ the Ca- 
tholic Faith,” till the year 570, when Athanafius recom- 
mended and adopted it in oppofition to the Creeds of Arius, 
Sabellius, and other heretics. Mr. C. clearly diftinguifhes 
thefe fchifmatics, and expofes their perverfion of feveral paf- 
fages of f{cripture, which they have tortured to ferve their 
own preconceived notions. Thus, relative to the doctrine of 
atonement, when mifbelievers would perfuade us, that the 
words of St. Paul tothe Romans tyy xztarauyyy ehaBowev, do 
not fignify, as we render them, received the atonement, or 
reconciliation.; but fhould be tranflated, have obtained a con- 
verfion unto God, he obferves— 


‘¢ Thus they would deprive our Redeemer of his prieftly office, and 
regard him only as a teacher and lawgiver; as if there needed no 
more to reconcile us to God, than the efficacy of our repentance and 
imperfect obedience for the future. But it is certain that the word 
narvadrayy fignifies primarily, as its derivation proves, nothing but a 
commutation or exchange between contratting parties of one perfon or 
thing inftead of another ; and hence it comes to fignify @ reconciliation, 
The abfurdity therefore of the Socinian interpretation of thefe words 
of St. Paul is very evident and flagrant.”’ 


And, again, relative to the perfonality of the Holy Ghoft 
(P. 139) he concludes the head of his 7th difcourfe:— 


“ I thall conclude this head of my difcourfe with pointing out one 
very remarkable circumftance in the words of my text, which, to the 
learned reader of the New Teftament, muft feem itfelf a decifive 
proof of the perfonality of the Holy Ghoft, viz. of joining the word 
Bhivwa (which is of the neuter gender) to Exits a pronoun of the 
mafculine ; 
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mafculine ; “Orae dt tASn Exiw®- 1d Theta ; the fenfe of which can be 
only, When He, (that perfon) the Spirit. Agreeably to this, St. 
Paul, in his epiftle to the Ephefians*, writes, Mvevcrs o& eriv "AgeaBar. 


Thefe fermons contain a brief fummary of the arguments 
of Bull, Pearfon, and Waterland, and ftrongly prove the 
neceflity of retaining the Athanafian Creed in the liturgy of 


the church of England. 





Art. V. Report of the Committee of the Houfe of Commons, 
in Confequence of the feveral Motions relative to the Treat- 
ment of Prifoners of War; including the Whole of the Exa- 
mination taken before the Committee 5 the Correfpondence 
relative to the Exchange of ie mag the Infiruétions of 
Colonel Tate, Se. Se. B8vo. Pp. 133. Wright. 1798. 


E are indebted for thefe valuable and neceffary docu- 

ments, to the profligate falfehoods propagated by 

the Dircétory in France, and by their agents and advocates 

in England, refpecting the relative treatment of the prifoners 

of war in the two countries. The refult of the examination, 

by a committce of the Houfe of Commons, was fuch, as every 

unprejudiced man mult have expeéted—the eftablifhment of 
Britifh honour, and the expofure of French villainy. 

Mr. Charretié, a Frenchman, who had refided fome years 
in this country, was appointed by the French government, in 
December 1795, their agent for the care of French prifoners ; 
—a tafk which he feems to have difcharged in a manner highly 
pleafing to hisemployers: he appears to have been ftudious to 
devife grounds of complaint againft the government; and 
ce to have converted the moft infignificant trifles into 
ferious f{ubjects for difpute. It is worthy of remark, that 
while the French prifoners were making frequent corhplaints, 
not one was made by the Spanifh or Dutch, whole treatment 
was precifely the fame. The following extracts from the 
report of the committee will convey to our readers an ade- 

uate idea of the treatment of prifoners, by England and 
Pics refpectively :— 
* € On the 4th of September a’revolution in France took place, and 
fince that period it teems to have been the objet of ‘the French’ 
government to irritate the minds of their countrymen againgt Great 
Britain, by mifreprefentations of the treatment which the prifoners 





* Fphef.i, 13, 14. 
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underwent in this country. A paragraph appeared in The Poftillion 
de Calais of OGtoéter 16, giving a falfe account of the prifoners in 
Porchefter Caftle: this was contradicted by the agent at that place, 
as well as by a certificate from the Englifh and French furgeons em. 
ployed there; and M. Charretié himfelf, being called upon by the 
‘Tranfport Board to refute this calumny, acknowledged the falfehood 
and impropriety of the paragraph. 

«© Mr. Caarreti¢, however, appears to have withed to fecond thefe 
views of the French government ; for in November he wrote to the 
Commiffion of Exchange at Paris, ftating, that at Norman Crofs 
prifon, out of nine thoufand prifoners confined there, three thoufand 
were fick for want of clothes and other neceffaries. ‘This reprefen- 
tation produced a ftrong effect on the public mind in France againit 
this country ; but upon the Britifh agent enquiring into the truth of 
the ftatement, Mr. Charretié was induced to contradi@ bis own 
afjertion.-—-From the evidence of Captain George, firft Commiffioner 
ot the Tranfport Board, and the certificates of the furgeons at Nor- 
man Crofs, it appears that the prifon at that place was not capable of 
containing even fix thoufand prifoners ; that there were at that time 
about five thoufand two hundred ; and that the fick then amounted to 
one hundred and ninety-four, including twenty-four nurfes, and 
never had amounted to above two hundred and fixty. It muft be 
obferved, that Mr. Charretié had the means of knowing all this, 
and that previous to fending this account to France, he did not apply 
to the Board on the fubject, though he was attually in London at the 
time. He acknowledged that” he was furnifhed with a lift of perfons 
confined at each prifon, whenever he required it, fo that he might 
eafily have afcertained the fal/ehood of his affertion. 

«© Your committee fee, with mueh concern, the newfpapers of this 
country lending themfelves to the views of the enemy. They muft 
recal the attention of the Houfe to. the paragraph which appeared in 
‘Tue Courter of January zoth, relative to the treatment of the pri- 
foners at Liverpool, which produced an inveftigation by the Mayor 
and Magiftrates of that town, and a report, in the higheft degree 
fatisfactory to the feelings of the perfons concerned, _ It was with the 
Jame obje@ of irritating the French againft this nation, that papers 
were fluck up in different towns of France, as appears in evidence 
before your committee, afferting that the prifoners in England. were 
fed with dead cats and dogs ; and that when a perfon at Nantes, who 
was lately returned from imprifonment in England, contraditted this 
account, he was ordered to hold his tongue, and not difpute the 
aflertion of his government.’” Pp, 4—5. 


The allowance granted to all French prifoners, we are 
told, while provided by our government, was equal to that of 
Britifh foldiers. We fhall now fhew what a different treat- 
ment Englifh prifoners experienced in France :— 


‘* The firft paper relative to the treatment of prifoners before the 
conumittee, in a letter from a merchant at Dunkirk to Mr. Swinburne, 
gives 
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24 
ives a melancholy account of the perfons imprifoned at Air; he 
ee that forty fick were pent up in a {mall room with the prifoners 
in health, without permiflion to enjoy the benefit of the frefh air, and 
that numbers died daily from the filth and ftench. From fubfequent 
and documents, it appears that the treatment of Britifh pri- 
oes in moft of the prifons was bad. At Dunkirk few blankets 
could be obtained for them, and at Amiens none at all.—At the 
latter place the Britifh agent found it neceflary to order bedfteads of 
rough planks, raifed from the ground, to protect the prifoners from 
the damp, and the expence of which was defrayed by the Britith go- 
vernment. At Pontanezan prifon, near Breft, fixty mafters of mer- 
chant fhips and pafiengers were confined with about nine hundred 
feamen ; they were not allowed to go into the open yard, and their 
confinement was aggravated by the brutal behaviour of the commiflary, 
and by a want of provifions and neceffaries. 

«¢ A declaration, figned by three refpectable perfons, confined for 
four months, in the beginning of 1797, in Pontanezan prifon, ftates 
the daily allowance from roth January to have been fixteen ounces of 
bifcuit, of a bad quality, full of vermin and mouldy, and two ounces of 
rotten falt beef or pork.—(This allowance ought to have been two 

and a half, but a mefs for feven perfons has been known to be 
only fifteen ounces, and of that nearly half bone). ‘Their peas-foup 
confifted of hot water with a few horfe-peas. From February 2oth, 
in lieu of fixteen ounces of bifcuit, about four ounces of rice were deli. 
vered out, together with ten ounces of black bread, and during that 
time many were ill and fome died, which was attributed to the copper 
veffels, in which the rice was boiled, not having been properly 
cleaned. From February rft, in lieu of falt meat, frefh meat was 
allowed, which was nothing but carrion.---The foup was made with 
the meat before it was given out.—No vegetables of any defcription 
were delivered out to’ the prifoners, and, during the above period of 
four months, at leaft two hundred perfons died, chiefly of the fcurvy, 
arifing trom the badnefs of the provifions. From nine hundred to a 
thoufand were confined in a room thirty feet wide, and from three to 
four hundred feet long ; one hundred daily were allowed to go into 
the oper air, Accounts of fimilar treatment have been repeatedly 
received, 

** Remonftrances were made to the commiffion of exchange on the 
feanty allowance of provifions; and the agent was anfwered, that 
¢ If the fituation of the finances of the republic did not admit of the 
prifoners receiving the whole of what the law allowed them, it was 
not lefs true, that they experienced in that refpeét the benefits of the 
folicitude of government.’ : 

_“ This evafive language affords ftrong ground to fufpeét that the 
diftreffed fituation of the Britith prifoners was not without an objeét 
on the part of the French government ; and this fufpicion is con- 
firmed by its appearing, from evidence delivered in to your com- 
mittee, that every effort was made to induce the Britifh feamen to-go 
en board the French feet, particularly at the time of the expedition 
again 
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againft Ireland. ‘The provifions allowed were purpofely bad and 
fcanty, the confinement rigorous ; and during this ftate of fuffering 
the paffions of the men were inflamedy by being told that their own 
eountry had given them all up for the fake of one man, (Sir Sidney 
Smith,) and that till he fhouid be liberated, the Britith government 
would not confent to an exchange of prifoners. All efforts were ufed 
to inveigle them ; they were frequently threatened to be ftarved, and 
at other times m2 was given to them, and advantage was taken of 
them when in a ftate of intoxication. 

«¢ When the combined force of all thcfe various temptations and 
incitements is fairly confidered, it cannot be matter of wonder, that 
the conttancy and courage even of Britith feamen fhould have fomes 
times yielded. . Many were induced to enter into the French fervice, 
under the hope and promife of being landed in Ireland; and feveral 
applied to their own officers (prifoners with them) for leave to enter, 
but were refufed. Three or four hundred were debauched into the 
{cheme, under the expectation of being fent home for exthange. 

se Te might, perhaps, be imagined, that this arbitrary and unprin. 
cipled meafure had arifen from the neceflity of the moment, and the 
want of feamen in the French navy, had it not appeared that it is a 
part of the fyitem of France fo force fubjetts to ferve againit their own 
countries. Arid here your conimittee cannot forbear referring to the 
inftructions given by General Hoche to Colonel ‘Tate, previous to his 
Janding on the coaft of Wales, in the beginning of 1797 (and which 
were found ot his perfon) as tending to explain the conduct of the 
French towards their prifonerss Colonel Tate was ordered t6 eficou- 
rage all deferters and pean to eriter into the riew companies (which 
were to be commanded by Frerich officers); ‘ fhowld fuch prifoners 
refufe, he will fhave their head and eyebrows, and if they are taken 
again in arms they are to be fhot.’ 

‘© The fyftem of ill treating and of oppreffing prifoners, was not 
cofifined exclufively to the Englifh who were in the prifons of Ponta- 
nezan, Nantes, and elfewhere, but was extended to the officers who 
were on parole in the interior parts of the couritry,’’ 


Again—* It appears that they (the prifoners) were at the 
mercy of the French agents, and (among other hardfhips) 
when their provifions were delivered out to them, the diver, 
lights, jaws, and part of the born, and even the offals of bul- 
locks, were included in their allowance,” 

After the arrival of Captain Cotes, who fucceeded Mr. 
Swinburne, in September, 17975 as the Englifh Commitlary 
at Paris, the prifoners were to be removed to different places 
of confinement ; and 08. Captain Cotes was not allowed 
to vifit them util they had been removed, their removal did 
not take place till the firflt week in March, 1798. On thig 
fubject we have the following obfervations, with which we 
fhall conclude our account of the book, which we recommend 
to the attentive perufal of every Englifhman :—~ 
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Pete appears, from the moft authentic documents, that they were 
ill able to undertake a march on foot of near five hundred miles, and 
that their ill treatment during the latter period of their captivity, has 
equalled what they at firft foffered. cers of rank and common 
sidiers were all confined together ; their daily allowance about two 
aunces of pork, and fometimes that quantity of falt.fifh, of a bad qua- 
lity, and their bread was full of bran and ftraw; and from the 
fearcity of food, and the want of medicines, numbers died daily. 

“6 The fick and dying were frequently robbed of their clothes by 

the attendants of the ho pital ; and it is hardly neceffary to add, that 
whenever prifoners were landed, they were immediately plundered of 
their money, clothes, and valuables. 
* & Thefe details are fhocking to humanity ; but your committce 
think it their duty to lay them before the Houfe, as coming within 
the limits of their enquiry ; trufting that the care and attention of 
the Britith agent has, by this time, alleviated the fufferings of the 
prifoners.’’ 


-——— 





— 


Art. VI. State of the Country in the Autumn of 1798. 8vo. 
Pp. 32. Price rs. Wright. 1798. 


FTER a brief ftatement of the fituation of the conti- 
nental powers who have been fubjugated by French 
arms, revolutionized by French principles, or duped by 
French perfidy, the author draws the following picture of this 
country, not lefs fair than flattering :— 


«¢ Amidft thefe fcenes of ruin and devattation, the ifland of Great 
Britain alone has fuccefsfully refifted her power. ‘The Britith empire 
has not only been preferved entire, but our Foreign dominion has 
been extended. 

«© By the capture of Martinico, St. Lucia, and Tobago, we have 
fecured our Weft India commerce, and prevented the contagion of 

acobinifn, from, {preading to oar own colonies. 

‘¢ By the conqueft of the Cape of Good Hope and Ceylon, we have 
fecured, and even ftrengthened, our Indian empire. 

“© We have gained over France, and her dependents, four of the 
moft brilliant naval vitories, of which there is any example, in the 
ae: thé world. 
ee We have taken» burnt, and deftroyed, more-than fixty thips of 
the line, and more than a hundred frigates. P 
<°#* We are in poffeffion, at the-prefent moment, of the undifputed 
eommand of the ocean in every quarter of the world. We are in the 


act of blocking up the Dutch fleet in the Texel, the French fleet in 
Brew, and the Spanith fleet in Cadiz; and the lait of our feries of 
viGories, .the glorious battle of the Nile, has given a death-blow to 
the naval powcs.of France, in. fhe Mediterranean, 
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«© We have annihilated the commerce of our enemies, and added 
immentely to our own. 

«¢ Whilft perfecution and bloodfhed have marked the progrefs of 
French arms and Fiench power, we have afforded’an afylum to the 
Gitreffd and affli@ed of all countries. The perfeeuted prieft, the 
banithed magiftrate, the royalift officer, grown old in fervice, have 
all here found fhelter and fupport. ‘Their wants have been relieved, 
their fufferings have been pitied, and their merits have been refpetted. 

‘¢ In this itate of things we ought to offer up our prayers of thankf- 
giving to Almighty God, by whofe aid alone we have been enabled 
to oppofe fuccefstully the defigns of our enemies. And we ought to 
feel refpect and attachment to that government which has been the 
inftrument, in the hands of Heaven, to affect our deliverance, and to 
conduét us to Tafety and to glory. What mutt be the tree which has 
produced fuch fruit ? What mutt be the nature of thofe inftitutions 
which have fhewn themfelves froug, whilft every thing around them 
has proved weak ? 

The different fentiments of the two parties, at the come 
mencement of the prefent conteit, are thus fairly {tated :--- 


«« The party who oppofed the meafures of government, continually 
maintained £ that France neyer wifhed for war; that fhe had been 
unjuitiy.forced into it; that fhe a¢ted on principles purely defenfive ; 
that every power might make peace with her, who pleafed ; that there 
was as much fecurity in peace, with her, as with many of the ancient 
governments of Europe ; that all thofe countries, who had been de- 
jirous of remaining in a ftate of neutrality, had found no difficulty in 
preferving the accuftomed relations of peace and amity with her; that 
fhe was injured, rather than injuring ; and that it was unjuft in the 
greateft degree, to impute to the government of France, fentiments 
which were contained in the fpeeches of a few extravagant individuals.’ 
The party who defended the war, and the meafures of government, 
connected with it, contended, § That the war was occafioned by the 
unwarranted agereflion of France; that in defiance of the moi folemn 
engagements, into which fhe had entered not many months before, the 
had feized upon the Aaftrian Netherlands and Savoy as coayuered 
countries, and annexed them to her own dominions ; that fhe had 
violated the neutrality of Holland, whom the knew we were bound 
by treaty to defend; that fhe had proclaimed her intention of fup- 
porting the difaffected in all countries againft their refpective govern- 
ments ; that fhe had received and encouraged addreffes from {editious 
focieties in Great Britain ; that whilft thefe different fubjeéts of com, 
plaint were under difcuilicn, fhe had actually declared war againft us ; 
that the war, in fact, grew out of the revolution; that the object of 
France was to extend her power, and her principles, over the whole 
world ; that if any of the powers of Europe had been able to remain 
in a ftate of neutrality, with her, it was becaufe it could not be the 


intereit of France to engage herfelf in hoftilities with all the world 


_ 


at once; but that if the fucceeded in crufhing thofe powers, with 
hi 2 whom 
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whom fhe was aétually at war, fhe would then turn her arms againft 
fu:h as had remained in peace.’ 


6* We have now the conduc of France for a courfe of fix years 


before our eyes, Which of thefe opinions does a fair review of it 
g° to confirm? Is it in the treatment of conquered coyntries, that 


ef MODERATION is ta be found ? Appeal only to the wretched inha, 
bitants of the provinces fhe has fubdued, Is it in her negociations? 
Look to the conferences at Lifle, and the correfpondence at Rattadt, 
Is it in her deportment towards neutral powers ? Enguire of Genoa, 
of Venice, of Switzerland, of America, and of Turkey, Every 
one of thefe powers had either preferved the ftri¢tef{ neutrality from 
the beginning of the war, or had even fhewn a decided partiality, in 
fome inftances a degrading fubmiffion, to France, By them, there, 
fore, the oppofition muft admit that the character of the French 
Government has began tried, and Jee-~them decide the queflion.’’ 
P. 10-13. 

The conneétion between the Irifh and Englifh traitors 
fhould never be loft fight of. It is with a view to keep thig 
circumftance frefh in the minds of ous readers, that we exe 
tract the following pailage — 


‘¢ It appears by the Appendix ta the Report of the Committee 
of the Houfe of Commons of Ireland, that Binns, a very attive 
member of the Correfponding Society of London, was fent to Dub. 
Jin in the courfe of laft winter, with an Addrefs from the United 
Britons to the United Irithmen ; that he wag introduced to a Society 
of United. Irifhmen by a perfon named Quoigley, The brother of 
this Binns, a member likewife of the Correfponding Society, was 
afterwards detetted in endeavouring to efcape from Great Britain to 
France, in company with O’Connor apd the fame Quoigley at the 
very time that there was found in the pocket of the latter an Addrefs 
to the Frepch Directory, urging them to invade this country ; and 
it appears by the Report Jikewife, that Lord Edward Fitzgerald, 
about the fame time, confe‘fed to a friend, who was an United Irish, 
man, that he had received letters from London, which jnformed him 
that the difaffeéted who would rife there on a common emergency 
amounted to faventeen thoufand, but that many more would come 
forward in cafe of actual invafion,’’ 


This traé& is written in plain language; the ftyle is pire ; 
the reafoning jult; the fentiments correct, and the object 
praife-worthy, , 
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Arr. VII. A Short Account of -the Principal Proceedings of 
Congre/s, in the late Seffion, and a Sketch of the State of 
Affairs between the United States and France, in uly 1798, 
Ina Letter from Robert Goodloe Harper, Efg. of South 
Carolina, to one of his Conftituents. 8vo. Pp. 25, 
Price 1s. Philadelphia printed, Re-printed for Wright, 
London. 


Mi Harper is well known, as one of the moft able and 
{trenuous defenders of the rights, laws, and liberties of 
his country, againft the daring ufurpations of foreign tyrants, 
and the more dangerous confpiracies of domeltic traitors. 
The prefent letter was, apparently, written with a view to 
reconcile his countrymen to thofe new burdens, which the 
agereflive conduct of the French had rendered indifpenfibly 
neceflary. He {tates the military force of the United States, 
fince the late augmentations, to amaunt to 12,000 men, in 
addition to which, the Prefident has been authorized, in cafe 
of a declaration of war on the part of the French, or of immi- 
nent danger of invafion, to raife a farther body of. Lo,000, to 
be called ‘* The Provifional Army,” and to accept the fervice 
of any Volunteer Companies who may offer themfelves as 
partof the army (Many of thefe offers have been already 
made.) Of the naval force Mr. H. fays— 


‘© When the armament now ordered is complete, we fhall have at 
fea nine large frigates, twelve floops of war, of from twenty to 
twenty-four guns, fix of from fixteen to eighteen, about ten cutters 
of from cight to fourteen, amd ten gallies; making in the whele 
forty-eight fhips of war; no inconfiderable force for the firit effort of 
a nation which, three months ago, had not an armed veilel afloat, 
except fome three fmall cutters,’”  P. 7. 


But, notwithftanding thefe formidable preparations, and 
the patriotic fpirit which has difplayed itfelf throughout the 
United States, we cannot but think that the temporifing policy 
of the government is highly injurious to the real interefts of 
the country. Half-mea/ures never yet have fucceeded, and, 
we think, never will. Congrefs has contented itfelf with 
ordering the stem of all armed French veffels on the high 
feas—with declaring the ceflation of all treaties between the 
two countries; with putting a ftop to all commercial inter- 
courfe; and with the fufpenfion of all the French Confuls in 
America; but, though the French had feized an immenfe 
number of their merchant fhips, the Americans do not per- 
mit the merchant fhips of France to be taken, nor the French 
polleffions 
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40 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


ffeffions to be attacked. In fhort, they feem to us to have 
placed themfelves in a fituation in which they muft experience 
all the inconveniencies of war without any of its contingent 
advantages; a fituation, we fear, more formidable to them- 
felves thantotheirenemy. It feems there was a difference of 
opinion on this point in America.— 


‘¢ Thus far have we gone defenfively. We take French armed 
fhips, which cruize for the purpofe of annoying our trace, and we 
prepare with vigour for repelling their attacks by fea and land: but 
we do not attack her unarmed fhips, or make reprifals for the inju- 
ries fhe has done us. Many perfons were of opinion that we ought 
to go the laft lengths, and declare war; which they deemed the moft 
manly and honourable courfe, as well as the fafeft: but others thought 
it beit to confine ourfelves to defence and preparation, and leave the 
French either to difcontinue their attacks, or to declare war, as they 


might think beft. ‘This courfe was finally adopted.”’ P. g. 


Of the artful endeavours of the French government to 
retain Mr. age at Paris, after his two alffociates had left the 
country, Mr. H. makes the following juit obfervation:— 


*€ To refufe to treat with two commiffioners of characters fo highly 
refpectable, and retain the third in hopes of wicedling him into con. 
ditions difhonourable and ruinous to his country, is very conformable 
to French policy and French fyftems; but it is highly infulting to 
this country, and leads to confequences, which, if not refiited, mutt 
prove wholly deftructive of its independence. It amounts to faying, 
€ when you have a difpute to fettle with us, you fhall not choofe the 
negociators, but we will choofe them; they thal! not be fuch perfons 
as you can truit, but fuch us welike, fuch as we may think the moft 
manageable.’ When a nation fubmits to conduét like this, its inde. 
pendence is a mere fhadow ; the fubftance is gone.’ P. 20. 


The author moft truly ftates the government of France to 
bé ‘‘ a government which openly profeffes every fpecies of 
profligacy, fubfifts by univerfal pillage, and maintains its 
ag by perpetual aéts of the moft atrocious defpotifm.” 

is concluding remarks, on the prefent ftate of that country, 
are too juftto be omitted here,— 


«¢ As; to the internal fituation of France we know but little, all 
the prefles being held under the moft flavith controul by the Directory, 
and permitted to publith nothing at which it can take umbrage. | It 
has appeared, however, that the late elections were very tumultuous, 
and that the DireCtory influenced them by the mof open and violent 
means, Some perfons difagreeable to it were, notwithftanding, re- 
turned; bat they were excluded from their feats, to the number of 
about cighty, without the leaft ceremony, or any other proof thana 
meffage trom the Directory. 
~ « "Thaswe fee that the conftitution is completely fubverted, the 
legiflature perfectly enflaved, the right of cleftion wholly annihilated, 
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Harper's Letter on the Prevecdings of Congrefs. a1 


and a military defpotifm, in the hands of the Directory, firmly efta- 
blifhed! Such is the liberty which France has gained by feven years 
of civil and external war, by the flaughter of two millions of her 
people, the utter fubverfion of property, the banifhment of religion, 
the total corruption of morals and manners, and the deftruction of fo 
many monuments of human art and induftry both tn her own territo- 
ries and thofe of her neighbours! 

* For my own part, 1 am inclined to think that the military power 
of France, by which her people have hitherto been dazzled, and 
kept blind to the miferies of their own fituation, is approaching fait 
to the period of its decline, if not already arrived there. Her vaft 
expences, fupported rather by domeftic and external plunder than by a 
regular fyitem of taxation, already exceed her means, as it is faid, in 
the proportion of one third; or a million of livres, about 200,000 
dollars, each day. A regular and judicious fyftem of taxation, how. 
ever extenfive, has a tendency, when combined with good govern- 
ment and the protection of perfons and property, to invigorate in- 
duftry, and thus conftantly reproduce the means of its own fupport. 
Plunder, on the other hand, deitroys induftry, by dettroying the ca- 
pitals wherewithit is carried on, and taking away its {trongelt, perhaps 
its only effectual, incitement, the hope of pofleffing its fruits in fecurity. 
It realizes the fable of the boy and the golden eggs, and refembles 
the conduct of a man, who, inflead of employing his money and li-« 
ving on the income, fhould put it into his cheft, and live on the prin. 
cipal. This is the condition of the French government. J+ /ubjifts 
by plunder, and the fources of plunder are very foom exhaufted. Al- 
ready its pecuniary embarraflments are exceflive. It with great diffi. 
culty pays its army ; its civil officers it does not pay at all, They 
fubfilt by: privaze plunder and corruption, as the government does by 
public. ence the anxiety of Talicyrand to get money from us, for 
his private purfe and that of certain members of the Directory. 
Hence the anxiety of the Directory to obtain a loan. Hence the 
corrupt agreement between Merlin, one of its members, and the 
owners of priyateers, whom he protected in their piracies for a fhare 
of the fpoil. ‘Thefe embarraflments, from the nature of things, mutt 
increafee At length it will become impoflible to pay the armies , 
who will then revolt or defert, or, perhaps, do both in part; and 
then the government, which exilts not but by their fupport, muft fall 
to the ground. Strong fymptoms of the approach of this ftate of 
things have already appeared, 

On the other hand, the great neighbouring powers muft be every 
day more and mote alarmed at the hoitile defigns and ambitious plans 
of France, becoming daily more manifeft and exorbitant. They can- 
not long remain fieat fpeCators of her progrefs. ‘They muft oppofe, 
or be devoured, Inthe mean time her exceflive tyranny, her indolent 
conduct, her exorbitant and infatiable exactions, muft increafe, day 
by day, the hatred and a:timofity of thofe nations over whom, by 
fraud or force, fue has obtained dominion ; and they Will, in all pro. 
bability, receive wich open arms, and-aid with all their might, the 
arinics 
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32 ORIGINAL CRITICISM, 


armies which fhall enter their countries for the pespole of attacking 
ber. it was among the peafants of Germany, once her friends, that; 
after they had tafted the cup of her abominations in her invafion of 
1795-96, fhe found the moft deadly foes; and, moft probably, it 
will be among the Swifs, the Italians, the Dutch, and Belgians, 
that, on the flighteft reverfe of fortune, fhe will find the moit dread- 
ful implements of Divine Vengeance.” 

We fhould have been happy.to fee; among the proceedings 
of Congrefs, fome ftrong meafures of internal policy, par- 
ticularly an Alien Bill, and a bill for the Suppreffion of 
Seditious Practices ; for we have good occafion to believe that 
fuch laws are fnuch wanting in America: 
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Arr. VIII. A Day at Rome; a Mujfical Entertainment, in 
Two és. As it was damned at the Theatre Royal, 
Covent Garden, Oct. rith, 1798. 8vo. Pp. 32. Price 
1s. Symonds, London. 


A FTER the miferable trafh which has been fo frequently | 
fanctioned with the approbation of a London audience, | 


and which is {till fuffered to fhock the ears of all rational 
beings, we fhall never confider the fuccefs or failure of a 
theatrical production as a fair criterion of its merit. The 
iece before us poffefles fome humour, contains nothing ob- 
jectionable, and is, certainly, fuperior to many of the farces 
which are ranked among the fock-pieces of the theatres. By 
faying this we donot, indeed, fay much inits favour. Of its 
effeét on the ftage, not having feen it, we can fay nothing. 
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Arr. 1X. Hiftory of Great Britain, from the Revolution to 
the Acceffion of the Houfe of Hanover. By Wm. Belfham. 
2 Vol. 8vo. Pp. 881. Price 14s. boards. Robinfons, 


R. Belfham, like acrab, has a retrograde motion ; he 
commenced his hiftorical career with the reign of 

George the Third, and now proceeds back to the Revolution: 
To the mere compiler and tranfcriber, to the fabricator of 
books from the writings of others, without difcrimination or 
arrangement, this mode of ftudy roe anf{wer every purpofe } 


and that Mr. B. has purfued this courfe we have hisown authos | 


rity for faying ; for he vindicates himfelf from a charge brought 
againft him by afking How he cou’! commit fuch an error 
when vs/umes difproving it lay open before him while writing 
He has culled, and f{elected, and borrowed, here a little and 
there 
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Belfham’s Hiftory of Great Britain, — - 33 


there a little, from the antients and moderns, and, for fear 
6f expofing his plagiarifm, and to conceal his ignorance, he 
gives no references.’ From ftich patch-work we can expect 
no unity, regularity, order, beauty, nor confiftency, The 
characters that are delineated, or attempted to be delineated, 
by his pencil, are ftrangely coloured, and the features are 
frequently fo monftrous and oppofite; that no diftin@ form 
can be clearly made out. To prove the juftice of this obfer+ 
vation we will exhibit his reprefentation of the Earl of 


Clarendon :— 


“© This celebrated Minifter was poileffed of very fhining virtues, 
both in public and private life. His capacity, if not of the firft rate, 
was, however, not inadequate to his elevated ftation ; andhis integrity 
and probity are univerfally acknowledged. He had the interefts nut 
only of the king, but of the kingdom; really at heart ; and though 
the meafures of his adminfftration were often extremely exceptionable, 
they invariably proceeded from a firm perfuafion that they were cal. 
culated to promote the welfare and happinefs of the cothmunity. The 
grand defect in the character of this nobleman was a want of liberality 
and compreherifion of mind. He was a religious bigot ; a character 
totally incdmpatible with that of a great ftatefman, He was under 
the influence of a thoufand weakhefles and prejudices ; his ideas of the 
nature and extent of regal authority wére extravagantly high ; he was 
wholly unacquainted with the principles of toleration, He was 
haughty, intractable, conceited, and morofe; and entirely deftitute 
of that fpirit of mild wifdom and enlightened benevolence which 
conftitutes the higheft perfection of the human chara¢ter.’’ 


To affift our comprehenfion of this paflage,; we will con= 
traft the excellent qualities with the failings and errors 
afcribedto him. ‘ He poffeffed many fhining Virtues;” that 
is, he was * illiberal,” ‘* wholly intolerant,” liad ‘* a thou- 
fand weaknefles and prejudices;” he ‘‘ difplayed great public 
virtue,” ergo ** his chara€ter was totally incompatible with 


| that of a great ftatefman;” he was a good father, and mem- 
| ber of fociety, manifefted ‘extraordinary virtiies in private 


life,’’ confequently he was * haughty, intraétable, conceited, 
and mofofe ;” his ** capacity was equal to his elevated ftation,”” 
yet he ** wanted comprehenfion of mind,” and was “ un- 
enlightened ;” his ‘* integrity and probity were indifputable,’’ 
rs he was ‘ deftitute of the fpirit of mild wifdom and en- 
ightened benevolence ;" his ** ideas of the nature and extent 
of regal authority were extravagantly high,” fof ‘ he had 
the interefts not only of the King, but of the kingdom, really 
at heart,” and his ‘* meafures invariably proceeded from a 
firm perftiafion that they were calculated to promote the wel- 
fare and happinefs of the community!!!" Such inconfiftencies 
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are afcribed to the great Hillorian of Britain, by an injus 
dicious writer, who copies the contradictory fentiments and 
opinions of others, and forms not to himfelf any precife 
ideas relative to the fubje& he is detailing. He has here bor- 
sowed from authors of different principles, affixed the human 
face divine to the neck of a horfe, and produced a Centaur. 

Mr. Whitaker, in his learned Hiftery of Manchefter, thus 
boldly and truly attacked the philofophic and readable Hume, 
that ‘* he had borrowed from Carte, without acknowledging 
it, and copied his errors without knowing them.” This writer 
is a mere copyift, and, therefore, can hardly be claffed amongft 
Hiftorians ; he ‘‘ pretends not to the merit of making new 
difcoveries ;”” he has not added to the ftock of information, 
nor confulted one original document; but extracted, indif- 
criminately, thofe in general from tnconititutional and 
prefbyterian publications. Thefe volumes may be con- 
fidered as a compilation or abridgement, but party-preju- 
dices. have rendered the political accounts untrue, Uni- 
tarian, Theophilanthropifm, perverted Chriftian doétrines, 
and the tenets of the Church-of-England, and the ‘ natural 
and unalienable rights” of Citizens juftify him in “ paflinga 
juftly merited'fentence on Chailes I.”" and teach him to exult, 
by hiftorical anticipation, that Ireland would “ one day burft 
afunder, with proud indignation, thofe bonds of oppreffion by 
which England hoped to.retain her in everlafting dependence 
Bion.” (Pp. 456, VOL. 1.) 

This writer, however, is bold in affertion ; confident that 
«¢ the events and occurrences contained in the Hiftory were 
never difputed,”” when every page abounds with mifreprefen- 
tations or contradictions; affured that ‘* not any of the faéts 
are likely even to be queftioned, much lefs liable to be refuted,’ 
and yet ** the credit due to his hiftory muft depend, at leaft 
for atime, upon the general reputation of the author.” The 
reader may judge, from one inftance, what credit is due to 
him. This hiftorian evidently concurs in opinion with thofe 
illuminated perfons who ‘ affirm that reafon and fcripture 
concur in teaching that the Trinity was a Popifh term, anda 
Popith invention; no traces of which were to be found in 
the genuine canon of Scripture.” (Pp. 458, voL. 3.) This 
dogina he proves by a learned note, as he imagines, relative 
to the 7th verie of the 5th of John, which is ‘* new demon- 
{trated to be furreptitious,” yet ‘‘ the Parliament of England 
car infliG penalties, worfe than death, on thofe who reject the 
myftery of the Trinity.” (rp. 459.) What ignorance, falfe- 


‘hood, and Jacobinical infamy are hiftorically detailed in thefe 


three {cleCtions from two pages; /gnorance in afcribing to the 
inven- 
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invention of the Church of Rome a doétrine taught anterior 
to its exiftence; falfehood, becaufe he infers that if one pafla 
in fcripture has been proved to be omitted in the Greek MSS. 
a thoufand paflages, plainly afferting and teaching the truth of 
the Trinity, have a// been interpolated; and democratical 
infamy in afcribing to our eftablifhed Government fuch reli- 
gious perfecutions, as the efernal fleep of death is preferable 
to their endurance, for fuicide isa glorious act with regicides, 

The corruption of hiftorical truth is a meafure effentially 
neceffary for the propagation of philofophifm, The National 
Conventions and Executive Direfory are fo confcious of this, 
that they have deftroyed every authentic record of the king- 
dom of France and her ancient regime, Fi¢tion and novels 
are be{t calculated for deluding the ignorant, and difplaying 
the enlightened wiflom of modern ages to thofe totally un- 
acquainted with the learning and aétions of antiquity. In 
Britain original documents abound, of fuperior authority to 
what any nation in the world can boaft, and with thefe man 
fcholars are converfant,-and a few ftatefmen; but of fuch 
indifputable evidence an intentional perverter of truth muft 
make noufe. This author appears to have been aware of 
this, for he has not had recourfe to them in one inftance. ° 
But as there are many coffee-houfe Critics, public declaim- 
ers, young Attornies, and forenfic haranguers, that cannot 
difcriminate between hiftorical faéts, proved by incontro- 
vertible teftimony and exifting autographs, and an affertion 
of a deceiver, tranfmitted in a printed hiftory, by a man that 
defpifes giving references, an antiquated and unenlightened 
cuftom, it became politic to fabricate hiftories that patriots 
might be enabled to quote paflages to prove fuch men as Sachee 
verel ‘* wretched and fanatical preachers of nonfenfe, impiety, 
and {edition ;” {P. 325, VOL. 11.) that a King is no more than 
** a block of wood;” (Pp. 5, vox. 11.) that ‘¢ the memories of 
Lord Ruffel and Algernon Sydney are confecrated to ever- 
lafting fame ;” (Pp. 133) that ‘ reprefent the Conftitution of 
England as fhaken to its centre,” (Pp. 410) and inculcate that 
our KINGS ARE ULTIMATELY RESPONSIBLE TO GOVERN- 
MENT FOR THE PROPER EXERCISE OF GOVERNMENT, 
(ry. 86, VOL. 1.) 

We will exhibit, from this author, a fpeech of Lord Bel- 
haven’s, relative to the Union of Scotland, as applicable, at 
the prefent period, to the falfe apprehenfions of the Irifh!— 


‘¢ I fee, (faid this animated orator,) a free and independent King- 
dom tamely refigning that which has ever been confidered amongit 
nations as the prize moft worthy of contention—a power to manage 
and conduét theis own affairs, ve any foreign interference or con- 

: Is troul. 
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troul, We are the fucceflors of thofe who founded our Monarchy, 
framed our laws, and who during the {pace of 2,000 years have han- 
ded them down to us with the hazard of their lives and fortunes, 
Shall we not then zealoufly plead for thofe rights which our renowned 
progenitors fo dearly purchafed? Shall we hold our peace, when our 
country is in danger? Gon forbid! —England is a great and glo- 
rious nation, Her armjes are numerous, powerful, and victorious ; 
fier trophies fplendid and memorable ; fhe difpofes of the fate of kings 
doms ; her navy is the terror of Eyrope ; her trade and commerce en- 
circle the globe ; and her capital is the emporium of the univerfe, 
But we are a poor and obfcure people, in a remote corner of the world, 
without name, without alliances, without treafures, What hinders 
us then to lay afide our divifions, to unite cordially and heartily, 
when that liberty, which is alone our boaft, when our all, our very 
éxiftence as anation, is at ftake? ‘The enemy is at our gates, Soon 
will he fubvert this antient and royal throne, and feize thefe regalia, 
the facred fymbols of our liberty and independence,-—-Where are our 
Peers and our Chieftains? Where are the Hamiltons, the Douglafes, 
the Murrays, and the Campbells? Will poiterity believe that fuch 
names yet exifted, when the nation was reduced to this lait extremity 
of degradation, and that they were not eager in fuch a caufe to de. 
votre themfelves for their country, and die in the bed of honour? My 
heart,’ faid this noble patriot ‘is full of grief and indignation, whcn 
{ confider the triumph obtained by England, which has at length 
brought under fubjection this fierce ang warlike people, who for fo 
many ages fhed the beft blood of the nation to eftablifh their indepen, 
dency. It is fuperfiuous,’ added he, ‘to enter into a formal 
examination of the artjcles of this treaty ; for though we thould even 


seceive a carte blanche from England, what is this in exchange for our 


Sovereignty ? But does not, in fact this pretended union amount to 

litical annihilation? I fee the Englith conftitution remaining firm 
—the fame two Houfes of Parliament, the fame municipal laws, the 
fame commercial companies, the fame courts of judicature ; while we 


make an ignominous and entire furrender of our national polity, our 


rights, our liberties, our honour and our fatety,’ 

‘¢ Thefe were the fentiments by which the Scottifh nation was 
almoft univerfally aétuated, and by which a generous and high-fpirited 
people could not fail of being at fuch a crifis very powerfully impredled, 


The f of Lord Belhaven drew tears of anger and difdain from, 


his auditors,’’ 


This gentleman’s morality and politics are formed on the 
fyftem of the modern French fchool, as the fubfequent ex- 
tract demonitrates ;— 


‘*- Great fums of French gold were diftributed, with the appro. 
bation of even fuch men as Ruflel, Sydney, and Hollis, in order to 
accomplith a great political purpofe, which unhappily was not to be 
effected by more open and honourable means. Men of virtue and 
jntegrity, who hold the noifelefs tenor of their way through the cool 
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fequeftered vale of private life, are apt to fecl a much greater degree 
of indignation at thefe irregular pra¢tices than the nature of the facts 
will juitify. ¢ Fiat juftitia, ruat calum!’ is with fuch men a funda. 
mental maxim of political morality, ‘They confider not, that virtue 
is itfelf founded upon utility, and that the ENp is not to be ultimately 
facrificed to the means. And when the public fafety is the end ia 
view, an object of fuch tranfcendant importance will certainly juftify 
the ufe of fych means as are indifpenfibly neceflary to its attainment, 
However liable to abufe, and however vilely it may have been abufed, 
the principle is, in its own nature, incontrovertible, Had the nation 
fallen again under the yoke of popery and arbitrary power, in confe. 

uence of thofe refinements of adickey, or fcruples of confcience, by 
which, now the danger is paft, many are ready to affirm that the 
patriots of the laft century ought to haye been actuated; Ruffle] and 
sydney, Lyttleton and Hollis, might have a juft claim to regard and 
efteem, as honeft and well-meaning men; but pofterity would have 
had little reafon to applaud their fagacity as ftatefmen, or to veneratg 
their memory as enlightened patriots.”” Jt, Pp, 24——25. 


From all the characters attempted to be pourtrayed by this 
author, we have little hefitation to declare that, if he were 
afked his opinion relative to William, Mary, Anne, or any 
other King or Queen whofe reigns he had written, he would 
hefitate to decide whether their virtues or vices preponderated, 
H{e knows little of the operations of the mind, or the hman 
will and paffions; and we recommend it to him, before he 
again attempts to delineate the ftriking, prominent features of 
a moral being, to read Butler’s incomparable Sermons ; for 
we are {ure that, at prefent, he is not qualified to account for 
the conduct of a man § who wifhes to die the death of the 
righteous,” at the fame moment that he is offending that 
almighty and all-feeing God, by whom he wifhes to be re- 
‘warded. But we have already dwelt too long on fuch a con- 
temptible publication, for the author is fo poor a fcholar that 
he makes the Archbifhop’s metropolitan authority metropo- 
litical, (P.141,VoL.1.) It is fearcely neceflary to obferve, that 
thefe yolumes are emitted from the prefs of the book-makers. 


- 





Art. 1X. Tooke’s Diverfions of Purley. 
(Continued from Pp. 663, VOL. 1.) 


HAviNs already examined the general outlines of Mr. 
Tooke’s firft volume, and having exprefled our appro- 
bation of his philological labours, we will analyze his con- 
junctions and prepofitions, to convey fome intelligence to a 
incre Englifh reader, though we muit regret that the ftudy of 
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the parent language, which ought long fince to have confti- 
tuted a part of the education of our youth, has been fo long 
negleéted. Scholars, antiquaries, and grammarians, have, 
doubtlefs, theltered their ignorance by names and authorities ; 
but Mr. Tooke too much defpifes the learning of the able 
Skinner, the correét and exa& Spelmann, and the laborious 
Lye ; for he is more indebted to fuch men than he appears 
willing to admit. He fays, that ‘ except in 1F and BuT, 


in one fenfe of the word, all former etymologifts are againft 


him :”” (rp. 146.)—But if Mr. Tooke will reyiew his work, 
he will find that in the majority of his derivations, fome one 
of thefe lexicographers, Junius, or Ludwig, has furnifhed a 
clue to extricate him from a labyrinth, and condu&t him more 
furely to the obje& of his refearches. We wifh not, how- 
ever, to detract from his merit as the founder of a fy{tem, 
though that fyftem, at prefent, is very imperfe@ly under{tood 
even by himfelf, relative to the verb; but he certainly has not 
uniformly adhered to the maxim adopted by him: ‘* Nemi- 
nem libenter nominem, nifi ut laudem; fed nec peccata re- 
rehenderem, nifi ut aliis prodeflem.” Pp. 121. 

But to proceed with our analyfis of the Diverfions of Purley, 
and the Englith conjunctions, Mr. Tooke has framed a table, 
which will give the reader a tolerable idea of the principles 
on which he proceeds :— 


s* Table of Conyuncttons for the Ufe of mere Englifh Readers, the 
Saxon Words being printed in Roman 7 yes, 


If Gif To Give 
An An To Grant, 
Unle/s Onlef, One-lefs, or To Di/mifs, 
Eke Eac To Add, 
Yer Get Te Get, 
Sell Stell To Put. 
Elfe Ales To Difmifs, 
Tho’ Thaf : 
Though } Thafig } To Allow, 
But Bot To Boot, 
But Be-utan To Be-out. 
Without Wyrth-utan To Be-out. 
And An-ad, Oxe-add, Date congeriem, 
Left Lefed To Difmi/s, 
Siththa 
Syne ] 
Since Seand.es Fram Ston, to Sees 
Siththe 
Sin-es 
Tbat That—the Article or Pronoun. 


cc Thefe 
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és Thefe, I apprehend, are the only Conjunctions in our language 
which can caufe any difficulty ; and it would be impertinent in me to 
explain fuch as—Br so. Ber. Axuseir so. Set. Norwitu- 
sranpinc. NevertHectss. Save that. Savino that. Ex. 
cept thet. Exceptine that. Bartuine that. Ie cass. In 
Gask. Pur case. Ser case. I ross. Because. ‘To wit. 
Foresreine that. Providsp thats Betno that, &c. Which 
are evident at firft fight.’’ 


If is derived by Skinner from Gif, is found in moft of our 
eld writers, and there can be no doubt of the truth of the ety- 
mology. But we here fuggeft to Mr. Tooke, whether there 
is any neceflity of deriving thefe conjun@tions always from the 
imperative mood ; whether the verbs are not found without 
the N final in other moods, and what authority he has for 
adopting the grammar of Hickes or Lye, and whether he 
means to defend their formation of the Saxon verb? Why 
cannot GIFAN be derived from GiF? 

AN varies little in fenfe-from 1¥F, as this line exemplifies : 


«« An rp you fee my boy, bid him make hafte.’’ 


Lye has given numerous in{ftances of it fignifying to give, 
rant, concede, allow, though fpelt in different ways b 
Fim, aS ANAN, ANNAN, UNNAN ; for almoft all the Anglo- 
Saxon and old Englifh words are differently f{pelled, 

Un ess was derived by Skinner from ONE-LESS, OF ONLE=- 
SAN, todifmifs; the former of thefe Mr. Tooke calls ‘a 
childith conje&ure,”—** too poor to deferve notice ;” but we 
think, if Mr. Tooke reflects on the Saxon mode of compu- 
tation, that in writing or numbering nineteen is always ex- 
prefled ANE-LESSE TWENTIG, as he himfelf has obferved; he 
probably may alter his opinion, efpecially when he derives 
ELSE from the fame verb, and that unlefs was always fpelt 
onlefs till the time of Tyndall. 

Fke is from EAC, to add; yet from Get to get; il! 
from sTELL, to ftill, fix; and yet and {till may be ufed 
mutually for each other; ELSE formerly fpelled alles, alys, 
alyfe, elfe, ellus, ellis, ells, els, is derived from axes, dif- 
mifs ; THOUGH, formerly pronounced in the northern coun- 
ties thaf, thof, and thauf, comes from THAF, to allow, per- 
mit, or the THEAH of Skinner: With refpect to the dif- 
crimination of the two Burs, Mr. Tooke is very clear, and 
his obfervation, that wrthout and de-out, convey the fame 
meaning, certainly juftifies the aflertion of Tyrwhuit, that 
* By and wITH, are often fynonimous.” Lest is derived 
Skinner from Las minus, or our modern /oofe, difimifs. 

Mr. Tooke has difcovered that since, from accidental cor- 
ruptions, arifing ftom fimilarity of found, though thirty-two 
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fpecini¢ns of variation in fpelling this word are given by himy 
is, in modern Englifh, ufed four ways, two as a prepofition, 
and two as a conjunétion ; for Mr. Tooke ftill retains, occa- 
fionally, the terms of grammarians, though he has overthrown 
their principles ; by a prepofition here, he means a particle 
affeling words, by a conjunction, one affecting fentences, 
The firlt fenfe of since is fithence,.or feeny and thence- 
forward ; 2d, Syne, fene or feen; 3d, Seand, fecing, feeing 
as, or feeing that; 4th, For fith, hen as, or feen that. 

The iluftration of THAT and AS require to be given at 
large, in the author’s words, and we fhall fubjoin a curious 
fpecimen, how the conjunctions of the old fchool might be 
f{ubftituted for each other :--- 


“ THAT. 

«¢ There is fomething fo very fingular in the ufe of this cons 
junction, as it is called, that one fhould think it would alone, if 
attended to, have been fufficient to lead the grammarians to a know. 
ledge of moft of the other conjunttions, as. well as of itfelf. The 
ufe I mean is, that the conjunction THat generally makes-a part of, 
and keeps company with, moft of the other conjanctions.—// that, 
An that, Unlefs that, Though that, But that, Without that, Left 
that, Since that, Save that, Except that, &c. is the confttuction of 
tnoft of rhe fentences where any of thofe conjunétions are afed. 

‘€ Ts it not an obvious queftion then, to afk, why this conjunétion 
alone fhould be fo peculiarly diftinguifhed from al] the reit of the 
farne family ? And why this alone fhould be able to connect itfelf 
with, and indeed be ufually neceflary to, almoft all the others? So 
neceflary, that even when it is compounded with another conjunétion, 
and drawn into it fo as to become one word, (as it is with 4% and 
Jince) we are ftill forced to employ again this neceflary igdex, in 
order to precede, and fo point out the fentence which is. to be affected 
by the other Conjunttion ? 

“¢ B,—The, in the Anglo-Saxon, meaning THAT, I can eafily 
perceive that s1tH (which is no other than the Anglo-Saxon strurue) 
includes THAT. But when since is (as you here confider it) a cor. 
tuption for Seeimg-as and Seen-as; how does it then include rHa® ?—~ 
In thort what is as? For I can gather no more from the Etymo. 
logifts concerning it, than that it is derived either ftom ws or front 
ats: But ftill this explains nothing: for what ws is, or as, res 
mains likewife a fecret. : 

«¢ H,—The truth is that as is alfo an article ; and (however and 
whenever ufed in Englith) means the fame as /¢, or That, or Which, 
In the Getman, where it itill ewident/y retains its original fignification 
and ufe, (as fo alfo does) it is written-.-Es. 

*« It does not come from 4/;; any more than, Though, and Be-it, 
and /f (or Gi/,) &c. come trom Althengh, and Albeit, and Algify 
dc.-—For 4/s, in our old Englith is a contraction of 4/, andes or as : 
and thie A/ which in comparifons ufed to be very properly employed 
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before the firft es or as, but was not employed before the fecond) we 


how; in modern Englith, fupprefS: as‘we have alfo done if numbet- 


lefs Other initances; where 4//(though not improper) is not neceilary. 
Thus, ¢ She glides away under the foamy feas 
; ‘ As {wift as darts or féather’d arrows fly.’ 
« That is, ‘She glides away (with) tuat fwiftnefs, (with) 
WHICH feather’d arrows fly.’ 
6© When in old Englith it 1s written— 
© Sche 
‘ Glidis away under the fomy feis 


© Aus fwift as ganze or fedderit arrow fleis.’ 
© Douglas, Booke to. Pag. 323." 





. & Then it means, 
© With atx trat fwiftnefs with wuicu, &c.’ 

“© After what I have faidy you will fee plainly why fo many of 
the Conjun¢tions may be ufed almoft indifferently (or with a very little 
turn of expreffion) for each other. And, without my entering into 
the particular minutiz in the ufe of each, you will eafily account for 
the flight differences in the turn of expreflion, arifing from different 
cuftomary abbreviations of confirudion: 

‘* I will only give you one inftance, and leave it with you for 
your entertainment; from which you will draw a variety of argu 
ments and conclufions. : 

« And foft he fighed, 4 men might him hear. 
And foft he figh’d, shat men might not him hear. 
And foft he fighed, e//e men might him hear. 
Unlefs he fighed foft, men might him hear, 

But that he fighed foft,; men might him hear, 
Without he fighed foft, men might him hear, 

Save that he fighed fott, men might him hear. 
Except he fighed foft, men might him hear. 
Outcept he fighed foft, men might him hear. 
Out-take he fighed fot, men might him hear. 

df that he figh’d not foft, men might him hear. 
And az he figh’d nor foft, men might him hear. 
Set that he figh’d norr foft, men might’ him hear. 
Put cafe he figh’d wot foft, men might him hear. 
Be it he figh’d nor foft, men might him hear.” P. 2786 


We {hall attend to the Prepofitions hereafter. 


(To be continued.) 
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Art. XI. An Addrefs to the People, on the prefent relative 
Situations of England and France, with Reflections on the 
Genius of Democracy, and on Parliamentary Reform. By 

. Robert Fellowes, A.B. Oxon. 1amo.Pp. 57. Price 

(. > 88. 6d. Rivingtons and White, London, 1799. 


“A fae little tra&t is the production of a writer evidently 
folicitous to promote the welfare and happinefs of his 
fellow-creatures, and poffeffed of a free and independent mind. 
In his brief gclineation of the relative fituations of England 
‘and France Mr. Fellowes introduces many juft and pertinent 
obfervations; but, on fome points, he makes too great con- 
ceffidns to the partifans of . Democracy, and, in others, argues 
yon falfe and miltaken principles. 
. - Speaking of the French Monarchy, he calls it ‘¢ the ancient 
@efpotifm of France,’’ and proceeds to fay, “ arbitrary and 
Oppreflive as was that defpotifm, great as were its exa¢tions 
son:the people, heavy and galling as were the chains with 
which it incumbered the free-born genius of man,” &c. 
2(P.9.) This is the effeét of a vulgar prejudice; all the calum- 
“fies uttered againit the. French Monarchy have been carefully 
propagated, in this country, by the advocates of republicanifm, 
_ and incautioufly adopted by numbers of worthy and deferving 
chara&ers, incapable of affording encouragement to wilful 
mifreprefentation, orof defignedly feconding the arts of falfe- 
hood and —— But the fact certainly is, that the French 
Monarchy had, under the mild reign of Louis XVI. become 
a juft and moderate government; and, though not exempt 
from abufes, was in a regular progreflive ftate of melioration ; 
and was, in fhort, better calculated to infure the happinefs and 
tranquillity}of the French nation,than any other form of govern- 
ment whatever; confequently it could not deferve the epithets 
which our author has affixed toit. We admire, as much as 
any men can do, the noble fabric of the Britifh Conftitution ; 
but the chief ground of our admiration is its peculiar adaptation 
to the genius, manners, and difpofition of the people. rant. 
lant it into France, and its beauty and elicacy would. be 
immediately deftroyed. - We mult enter our folemn. proteft 
againft a mode of reafoning but too generally adupted ; that, 
becaufe a government is good for one ¢gountry, it muft be good 
for all;—ijuch do&rine is repugnant, not only to the opinions 
of the moft diftinguifhed writers on government in ancient 
and modern times, but to the laws of nature, and the admo- 
nitions of experience. Such political empirics as Thomas 
Paine may prefcribe to all the nations of the world one code 
Se of 
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of lav.s; and one form of government; but let not men: of 
fenfe and obfervation adopt an idea fo prepolterous, inftead of 
duly confidering the various elementary principles of civid 
polity, from a juft combination of which, cemented by time, 
alone can refult that fate of focial fuberdination which is maft 
conducive to the well-being of man, An obfervation, takegi 
from a different part of the book before us, and not intended 
to apply to this argument, may be adducedin fupportot it.— 


© In‘ government, asin philofophy, more attention is certainly 
Aué to the deduétions of experience than the gay illufions of hypo- 
thefis, In the modification of political power we ought not rafhly te 
hazard changesy which only glitrer with ideal advantages, and teem 
with real miferies,’” P. 27, 


In fupport of our affertion, that the author, on fome points, 
argues on falfe principles, we adduce the following paflage;— 
‘© There is no truth which appears more plain and indifputable to 
my mind than this ; ar all government is a power in truft; and that 
the only valid title-deed of its right is the will of the people.” P. 24. 


That an author who proclaims himfelf ‘ the ftrenuoug 
opponent of democracy,’’ and who certainly is fo, fhould ad- 
vance a pofition that contains the ny quinteffence of demox - 
cracy, is ju{t matter of furprize. e flrall only remind him 
that the admiffion of this principle, which is derived from 
Locke, would neceffarily lead to the eftablifhment of La 
Fayette’s “* Sacred Right of Infurreé&tion,” Dr, Price's 
“ Right of Cathiering Rings,” and the whole ftring of revo- 
lutionary maxims, devifed for the encouragement of anarchy, 
and the defolation of the focial world. For farther infor- 
mation on ‘¢ the origin of government,” we refer the author 
toa former part of this number, (Pp, 14, 15,) and tothe work 
there reviewed, | 

Another point on which we totally differ from Mr. Fel 
lowes is, when, {peaking of France, he fays ‘* foreign nations 
had no right to interfere in her domettic policy, however vifioe 
nary or mifchievous it might be.” (Pp, 56.) ‘This affertion 
ftands in dire€&t contradiction to the law of nations, as exe 
pounded by the beft jurifts. Jf he had eonfined his remark 
to the general queftion, as to the right of one ftate to inter- 
fere with the domeftic concerns of another, we fhoypld not 
-have been difpofed to.impeach its juftice; but the particular 
cafe of France, whofe fyftem of polity was effentially hoftile 
tothe tranquillity and independence of other nations, comes 

recifely within that exception to the general rule which 

ATTEL has defcribed. 
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«¢ If there be any where a nation of a reflefs and mifs 
to injure others, to traverfe 
their defigns, and to raife domeftic troubles, it is not to be 
doubted, that all have a right to join, in order to repre(s, 
chaftife, and put it ever after out of its power to injure them.” 
VatTrTeL, Book I. Chap. 4. 

This right of interference, in fuch particular cafes, is evi- 
dently founded on a principle of felf-prefervation. By a 
reference to Vattel and Grotius, Mr. F. we are perfuaded, 
will find fuch. arguments as will induce him to change his 
opinion on this fubject. , 

Having thus ftated the points on which we differ from the 
author, we now turn, with pleafure, to thofe parts of his 
work on which we concur.with him in opinion. His contraft 
of the {tate of the poor in this country with that of the French 
poor, is juftly drawn— . 

‘¢ I cannot help remarking, how grateful we ought to be to Pro. 
vidence! not merely for the Frccefles of our arms, but for the abun- 
dance of our laft harveft, and the prefent reduétion in the price of 

ifions. Here is ample caufe of rejoicing for us all; and particu. 

y for our poor brethren, who are, as much as is poflible, {pared 
from the new burthens, which the neceflities of war require; and 
who, perhaps, all thiwgs fairly confidered, have not been, for feveral 
years, in a ftate of greater affluence, cafe, and comfort, than they 
are at this moment,* Far different is it with the poor in France!— 
where there is more oppreflion and lefs wealth, where trade is dead, 
and indaftry meets with no encouragement ;——but where the wretched 

fant is dragged, by the iron arm of reguifition, from his cottage 
his home, the endearments of his family, and the fight of his 
native fields, to gratify the ambitious views of the mifcreants at the 
helm; to fhed the blood of thofe who never offended him, and whom 
he never offended ; to forfake, with his home, his fenfe of juftice and 
hymanity ; and to fubfift by plunder, affaffination, and every atrocity, 
Far different would it have been with the poor here!—if the French 
€ould have made good their menaces; and poured the torrent of the 
battle into this {miling country, Then the peace which gladdens 
our cottages—the gaiety which is fren in our villages—the tran. 
quillity, the fecurity of perfon and property, which we now enjoy, 





— 


® ‘The condition of the poor, in this country, though by no 
means fo comfortable as it might be, is yet, 1 am inclined to believe,’ 
in a ftate of flow but gradual amelioration, ‘The attention of en. 
jightened aud benevolent men, to the. {ubjet of the poor-laws, and 
to the beft means of providing for the poor, -has diminithed a part of 
this mafs of mifery, and has fhewn how it may be fill more 
Siminithed."* | 
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notwithftanding our national embarraffments and our individual diffi. 
culties, would all have fled before the havock of theenemy. Then 
our fields would have been ftrewed with death, and every path tracked 
with the blood-fhed of rapine and defpair.. No man’s lite would 
have been fecure, no man’s property fafe. All conadence would 
have vanithed between man and man ; the dear ties of blood, kindred, 
and friendthip would have been fevered, and nothing would have been. 
feen but the haggard features of mifery and diftraction. ‘Then our 
. commerce would have vanifhed; the loom and the plough would have 
ftood ftill; and fubfiftence, if any could have fubfifted, could only 
have been had hy mutual robbery and deftruction.’’ Pp, 14—17. 


Of his obfervations on the advantages of Monarchy over 
Democracy the following are the moft {triking:— 


«¢ While men remain fixed at their prefent temperature of morals, 
alternately fluctuating between paflion and reafon, between vice and 
virtue, there will be factions, or invidious and furious competitions 
for dittinction, for place, and power in all governments ; and democra- 
cies are certainly more expofed to their baneful influence than monar- 
chies.. In the former, the tranfient poffeffion of places of truft and 
power, and their elective diftribution by the people, fers [fet] fire to a 
fpirit of tarbulent intrigue, and feeds [feed] it with perpetual fuel, 
Hence the contentions of jealoufy and envy, and the vehement confitts 
of ambition are more tempeftuous and deitructive in a republic than a 
monarchy, | : | 

‘¢ In monarchy there is a certain limit, at which ambitious ex.’ 
peétation ends; in democracy there is no quiefeence to the demon of 
afpiring pride till it reaches the pinnacle of tyranny. In monarchy 
there is a wifh to be high; in democracy to be higheft; in the one, 
individuals are emulous to the great, in the other, to the greateft. 
In monarchy the higheft ftation of power is no. object of envy ; in 
democracy envy is bufy even with the loweft. ‘The factions that 
agitate ademocracy refemble the eruptions of a volcano, that f{pread, 
devaftation and ruin through the foot which they occupy; in a* 
monarchy they are more like the mifts, that collect and tret away. 
their harmlefs rage round the fummit of the mountains.”’ Pp. 21---23.' 


Though we do not agree with Mr. Fellowesas to the ne-. 
ceflity of a Parliamentary Reform, {till lefs as to the fitnefs of, 
the prefent time for the adoption of fuch a meafure, even ad-, 
mitting it to be neceflary ; yet to the juftice of many of the, 
remarks which he introduces under this head of, difcufflion- 
we moft cordially fubfcribe; and to none more than the fol- 
lowing :— 


** It is by no means fafe nor politic for individuals to entruft the 
guardianfhip of their property to thofe who are entirely without pro-. 
perty ; much lefg is it fafe or politic for a nation to commit to advr7. 


tarous mendicants and paupers the keys of the national ber 39 . 
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which offers fo many temptations to indigence, and fo many incites 
ments to rapacity, 

** Ic feems efiential to the public intereft that no oo fhould 
fit in the Houfe of Commons who cannot give a pledge of their 
i in the poffeflion of a certain definite and competent pors 
tion, mot of fictious or involved, but of folid, real, and unencumbered 
Sirtune. By thug removing one of the ttrongelt inducements to cots 

ion, we, ina great meafure, invalidate the potency of temptation, 
and break the fpell of the tempter, Parliamentary integrity is, by no 
means, to be looked for in any member who is not, in his private 
circamitances, placed fo high in the feale of competence, as to be 
above the lure of bribery, and the neceflity of iawning upon the 
infolence of power for the carnings of obfequieus depravity, 

“ To fuffer that qualification of-property which 1s requifite to the — 
free exercife of fenatorial independence, to degenerate into a mere 
ideal and nominal poffeifion, is to fuffer needy adventyrers, panting 
for the wages of iniquity, to ftep over the threfhold cf that aflembly. 
which can open, at pleature, the iluices of the blood and treafure of 
Englithmen. It is, in fact, to offer a premium on the introduction 
of perfons who are already predi/pofed to corruption, into thofe walls 
which ought for ever to be the fanctuary of integrity, 

_ © Lam, indeed, perfuaded, fo frailis man, that no legiflative pro- 
vifions, however wilely sramed, or faithfully enforced, can entirely 
bar the avenues to corruption*; but he is certainly lefs expofed to the 
temptations of bribery who has an unembarrafled income, than he, 
who haying no property at all, or who, owing more than he poileffes, 
is reduced to the alternative of either felling his confcience and his 





—_— 


«* ® A laxity of private is that which caufes a want of public 
principle. Public and private virtue are, in fact, only branches 
which iffue from the fame trunk, There, perhaps, never was a more 
dangerous or falfe notion propagated than this, that a man’s private 
has no relation to his public charaéter, or that worthleffnefs in do. 
tneftic was no obftacle to purity in civil life. According to this mode 
of reafoning, an unprincipled gameiter might be a good Lord of the 
Treafury, ar the keeper.of a bagnio pure enough for a Chief Juftice, 
This peitilent dottrine was the invention of men deftitute of principle ; 
and who withed to repair their ruined fortunes from the fpoils of 
the commonwealth ; men who, confcious of the notoriety of their 
vices, were anxious to make the people believe that thofe very vices 
were aufpicious, or, at leaft not Maulbetos, to their public integrity. 

is a man grofsly immoral in all the relations of private life— 
abad hufband, a bad father; a treacherous friend, an adulterer, a. 

ler; a man whofe criminal extravagance, and whofe guilty 
pleafures, are the themes of public reproach—is fuch a man worth 
the public confidence? Is he fit to be placed in any ftation, in which 
great temptation is to be refifted, and an inflexible integrity to be 
exercifed? ~ He who has but a fpark of virtue will anfwer, No. * 
country, 
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country, or of ftarving on the barren contemplation of his virtue. 
‘Phere are many chances in favour of the firft acting on principles of 
independence ; every chance is againft the laft acting oa fuch princi- 
ples.’” Pp. 33-—36. 

It is, indeed, high time to put a ftop to thofe fcandalous 
evafions of what may be called a leading principle of repre- 
fentation, which renders the potleflion of property au indif- 

nfible qualification for a reprefentative. Let thofe men, 
who fo loudly declaim on the neceflity of a recurrence to firft 

rinciples, begin their patriotic career by the application of an 


immediate and effe€tual remedy to this ferious evil, which has 


done more to depreciate the Houfe of Commons, in the minds 
of fober, rational, refleing men, than all the culpable mif- 
conduct of former Houfes, the incontiderate decilions of their 
Election Committees; their frequent facrifice of public con- 
fiderations to motives of perfonal intere{t, in the difcuffion of 
private bills, whether their object was the ereétion of a the- 
atre or the formation of acanal; ¢berr occafional infringement 
on the regular mode of judicial proceedings; their toleration 
of feditious and treafonable languaze, within their own walls; 


their contradi€tory detérminations on queftions of the firft im- 


portance; or their ufurpation of powers and privileges hoftile 


tothe genuine fpirit of the Britifh Conftitution. Even thefe 


grofs inftances of mifconduét, involving confequences which 


M would be foreign from our prefent purpofe to difcufs, did 


not, at the time, create fo unfavourable an impreflion on the 
public mind as the evil in queftion. Tis {trikes at the root 


of all parliamentary purity, materially promotes the growth 
-of corruption, and deprives the Proprierors of the king- 


dom of that full portion of fecurity which the Conftitution of 
the Britifh Government is fo admirably calculated to afford ; 
by facilitating the introdu€tion of needy profligates, and 
uncertificated bankrupts, who may defraud their creditors, and 


feek, in parliament, a protection froma goal. This is, in- 


deed, an abufe that requires imtant correction; a corruption 
that demands immediate reform. ‘Lo fuch a reform, every 
man, who has the intereft of his country at heart, muft be a 
decided friend. To atchieve this defirable purpofe nothing 


-more is neceflary than a {tri adherence to the provifions ot 


the Statute of the oth of Queen Anne, by which the qualifi- 
cation of a member was finally fettled. Upon the fpirit and 
intent’on of that law it is impoflible for any two honeft men 
to havea difference of opinion. It lays down the neceflity of 
a clear, unencumbered, bond fide, property,* to a certain 


a Ain de ete i. 





* The words of the oath, prefcribed by the Statute, are— 
oc 7 
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amount, to render a man eligible as a member of the Houfe 
‘of Commons; a mere illufory property, obtained for the ex- 
fs purpofe of qualification, and reftored, after that purpofe 

as been aimed, to its lawful poffeffor, is not the property 
required by the law; and the man who, poffeifed of fuch 
a property only, takes the oath, is unqueftionably guilty of 
moral, if not of legal; perjury. Befides, it was evidently the 
intention of the legiflature, and, indeed, without ftch inten- 


tion, inftcad of giving ftrength to the provifions of former 


ftatutes, it would have enfeebled their operation, and defeated 
their effect—it was its intention, we fay, to render the perma- 


‘nent poffeffion of fuch property neceflary to the enjoyment of 


a feat ;—in other words, that the moment a man ceafed to 


“pollefs the qualification required by the law, he fhould forfeit 
the chara&ter of Reprefentative. 


Were it neceffary to defend the principle upon which this 
falutary law was founded, we could eafily adduce fuch argu- 
ments in its fupport as would convince the judgement of every 
man who admits the neceffity of giving a due influence to 
property, in all matters of national import. But the law 
exills, and its rigid execution becomes, not a matter of dif- 


-cnffion, but a gueftion of duty, We earneftly with to fee 


the Britifh Houfe of Communs maintain its dignity unfullied, 
its fplendour undiminifhed, its confequence unimpaired: we 
with, in fhort, to have it firmly fixed in that precife fituation 
which the Conftitution has affigned it; and which it is effen- 
tial to the happinefs of the people, and the profperity of the 
empire that it {hould ever continue to hold. hen we con- 
fider that this depends entirely on itfelf, and that its own ex- 


_ ertions are alone neceflary to give folidity within, and to 





“ J, A. B. do fwear, that I truly and sona Five have fuch an 
Eftate in Law and Equity, to and for my own ufe and benefit, of or 
in lands, tenements, or hereditaments, OVER: AND ABOVE WHAT 
WILL SATISFY AND CLEAR ALL INCUMBRANCES THAT MAY 
AFFECT THE SAME, of the annual value of; &c. This oath may 
be exaéted from any candidate, by any other candidate, or two 
electors, at the time of election, or before the meeting of Parliament. 

The oath which muf? be taken, when a member takes his feat, is 
fubftantially the fame.—The words are ** J, A. B. do /wear, that 
I truly and pona Five have fuch an Eftate in Law and Egaity, 
and of fuch value, to and for my vwn ufe and benefit, of or in leads 
tenements, or hereditaments, OVER AND ABOVE WHAT WILL SATIS- 
FY AND CLEAR ALL INCUMBRANCES THAT MAY AFFECT THE 
saMs, a3 doth cualify me to be eleded and returned,” &c. 
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fecure confidence without ; we entertain the moft fanguine hopes 
of feeing our wifhes fulfilled. Let theexifting laws be enforced ; 
or if, indeed, the fmalleft doubts prevail, as to their {pirit of 
provifions, furely they deferve an act of amendment or expla- 
nation, calculated to define their objeét, and to facilitate their 
execution, at leaft as much as a regulation of police, ora 
matter of revenue. 

The author expreffes a with (P. 50). that another offer of 
peace may be made by this country to France. Such an offer 
we are convinced, and we imagined the whole nation were con- 
vinced, with us, could produce no other effect than a repetition 
of infult, and a confequent degradation of the national dignity. 

Our comments on this book muft have convinced the author 
that we deemed it worthy of attention. We truft that he 
will be induced to re-confider thofe points on which we have 
chiefly animadverted; and we fhall be truly happy to fee his 
mind, when matured by refleGtion, again turned to the dif- 


cuflion of political fubje&ts, for which itis, in many refpects,  .- 


fo well qualified. 





Art. XII. Travels through the States of North America, 
and the Provinces of Upper and Lower Canada, during the 
Years 1795, 1796, and 1797. By Ifaac Weld, junior. 
Illuftrated and embellifhed with fixteen Plates. to. 
Pp. 464. Price 11. 10s. Stockdale, London. 1799. 


HE freedom, happinefs, and political liberty, or, in other 
words, political pewer, enjoyed by the inhabitants of 
America, have long been the theme of exultation to patriots 
and republicans in this defpotic and miferable country. A 
peace-making Marquis, and a filver-tongued Barrifter, have 
been fo thoroughly convinéed of the fuperiority of a tranf- 
atlantic government to the Britifh monarchy, that they have 
felected the United States as the beft theatre for exhibiting to 
their promifing fons the great fpeCtacles of a happy and 
hd de nation. . The writer of thefe travels, when he 
eft Ireland, his native couatry, like a Cooper or a Pricfiley, 
entertained ideas of a fimilar defcription with thefe great men ; 
but experience is an excellent {chool-miftrefs, and three out 
Of the five have been reftored to a found mind, and juft notions 
of things, on the comparative ftate of England and America, 
on the liberty and freedom enjoyed by /udjeéts, and the flavith 
dependence of citizens. Pra 
Mr. Weld appears. faithfully towhave delineated the manners 
and cuftoms of the inhabitants of North America. The pic- 
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ture will aftonith their friends and admirers in this countr? § 
fome will attempt, doubtlefs, to {tate, that the reprefentatiom 
is incorre&t, or unfaithful, and that the difagreeable objects 
only have been feleéted by this traveller, and that he has dif- 
torted the general outline ; but we can afflure our readers, 
that we have ftrong collateral authority to fupport his ftate- 
ments, and to fanction his evidence relative to the white flave~ 
trade, We know for certainty that it exifts, and that thou- 
fands of deluded and deceived people were exported from 
Ireland, and that an act of the Legiflature has been paffed in 
that kingdom, to prevent or counteraét this nefarious traffick 
in Chriitian blood. But take this author’s account :-— 


‘ MY DEAR SIR, York, March. 

¢ 7 arrived at this place, which is about twenty miles diftant from 
Lancafter, yefterday. ‘The inhabitants of this towh, as well as 
thofe of Lancafter and of the adjoining country, confift principally, of 
Dutch and German emigrants, and their defcendants, Great num. 
bers of thefe people emigrate to America every year, and the im. 
portation of them forms a very confiderable branch of commerce. 
They are for the moft part brought from the Hanfe Towns and from 
Rotterdam. ‘The veiiels fail thither from America, laden with dif- 
ferent kinds of produce, and the maiters of them, on arriving there, 
entice on board as many of thefe people as they can perfuade to leave 
their native country, without demanding any money for their paflage. 
When the veffel arrives in America, an advertifement is put into the 
paper, mentioning the different kinds of men on board, whether 
{miths, tailors, carpenters, labourers, or the like, and the people 
that are in want of fuch men flock down to the veffel ;_ thefe poor 
Germans are then fold to the higheft bidder, and the captain of the 
_veilel, or the thip holder, puts the money into his pocket.* 

*€ There have been many very fhocking inttances of cruelty in the 
carrying on this trade, vulgarly called € ‘The white flave-trade.* 
i thall tell you but one. While the yellow fever was raging in Phi. 
ladelphia in the year 1793, at which time few veflels would venture 
to approach nearer to the city than Fort Mifflin, four miles below it, 
a captain in the trade arrived in the river, and hearing that fuch was 
the fatal nature of the infection, that a fufficient number of nurfes 
could not be procured te attend the fick for any fum whatever, he con. 
ceived the philanthropic idea of fupplying this deficiency from amongft 
his_paflengers ; accordingly he boldly failed up to the city, and.ad- 
vertifed his cargo for fale: © A few healthy fervants, generally be- 
tween feventeen and eighteen years of age, are juft arrived in the bri 

y their times will be difpofed of by applying on board.’ ‘The 
cargo, as you may fuppofe, did not remain fony unfold. This anec. 








~~. . 


* ¢¢ 'Thoufands of people were brought from the north of Ireland in 
the fame-way before the war with France,’? 
¢ hi dote 
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Aote was communicated to me by a gentleman who has the original 
advertifement in his poffeffion. 

«© When I tell you that people are fold in this manner, it is not to 
be underftood that they are bia for ever, but only for a certain number 
of years; for two, three, four, or five years, according to their 
refpective merits. A good mechanic, that underftands a particular 
kind of trade, for which men are much wanted in America, has to 
ferve a fhorter time than a. mere labourer, as mote money will be 
given for his time, and the em of his paflage does not exceed that 
of any other man. During their fervitude thefe people are liable to 
be refold at the caprice of their mafters ; they are as much under do- 
minion as negro flaves, and, if they attempt to run away, they may 
be imprifoned like felons. The laws refpecting ‘ redemptioners,’ fo are 
the men called that are brought over in this manner, were grounded on 
thofe formed for the Englifh convicts before the revolution, and they 
are very fevere. ‘The Germans are a quiet, fober, and induftrious 
fet of people, and are moft valuable citizens. They generally fettle 
a ae many together in one place, and, as may be fuppofed, in con- 
fequence, keep up many of the cuftoms of their native country as well 
as theirown language, In Lancafter, and the neighbourhood, German 
is the prevailing language, and numbers of people living there are 
ignorant of any ether. The Germans are fome of the beit farmers in 
the United States, and they feldom are to be found but where the land 
is particularly good ; wherever they fettle they build churches, and 
are wonderfully attentive to the duties of religion. In thefe and 
many other refpe¢ts the Germans and their defcendants differ widely 
from the Americans, that is, from the defcendants of the Englifh, 
Scotch, Irifh, and other nations, who, from having lived in the 
country for many generations, and from having mingled together, 
now form one people, whofe manners and habits ave very much the 
fame. 

*¢ The Germans are a plodding race of men, wholly intent upon 
their own bufinefs, and indifferent about that of others: a ftranger is 
never molefted as he paffes through their fettlements with inquifitive 
and idle queftions. On arriving amongft the Americans,* how. 
ever, a ftranger muft tell where he came from, where he is going, 
what his name is, what his bufinefs is, and until he gratifies their 
curiofity on thefe points, and many others of equal importance, he is 
never fuffered to remain quiet for a moment. Ina tavern he mutt 
fatisfy every frefh fet that comes in, in the fame manner, or involve 
himfelf in a quarrel, efpecially if it is found out that he is not a 
native, which it docs not require much fagacity to difcoyer, 

** The Germans give themfelves but little trouble about politics 5 
they elect their vepedeacaslien te ferve in congrefs and the ftate aflem. 





_ * © In fpeaking of the Americans here, and in the following lines, 
rt is thofe of the lower and middling ¢laffes of the people which I 
allude to, fuch as are met with in the country parts of Pennfylvania,’* 

IT2 blies, 
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blies, and, fatisfied that deferving men have been chofen by the people 
at large, they truft that thefe meh do what is beft for the public 
and therefore abide patiently by their decifion ; they revere 
conftitution, confcious that they live happily under it, and ex. 
prefs no wifh to have it altered. ‘The Americans, however, are for 
ever cavilling at fome of the public meafures ; fomething or other is 
8 wrong, and they never my 7 perfectly fatisfied. If any 
meafure is before Congrefs for difcuflion, feemingly diftraftful of 
abilities or the integrity of the men they have elected, they meet 
together in their towns or diftriéts, canvafs the matter themfelves, 
and then fend forward inftru€tions to their reprefentatives how to act, 
"They never confider that any important queition is more likely to 
meet with a fair difcuffion in an aflembly where able men are collected 
ther from all parts of the itates than in an obfcure corner, where 
a few individuals are aflembled, who have no opportunity of getting 
general information on the fubject, Party-f{pirit is for ever creating 
iffentions amongft them, and one man is continually endeavouring to 
obtrude his political creed upon another. If it is found out that a 
ftranger is from Great Britain or Ireland, they immediately begin to 
boaft of their own conftitution and freedom, and give him to uns 
derftand that they think every Englifhman a flave,j becaufe he fub- 
mits to be called a fubject, Their opinions are, for the moft part, 
crade and dogmatical, and principally borrowed from newf{papers, 
which are wretchedly compiled from the pamphlets of the day, having 
read a few of which, they think themfelves arrived at the fummit of 
intellectual excellence, and qualified for making the deepeft political 
relearches. 

«* The Germans, as I have faid, are fond of fettling near each 
other: when the young men of a family are grown up, they gene, 
rally endeavour to get a piece of land in the neighbourhood of their 
relations, and by their induftry foon make it valuable; the Ame- 
rican, on the contrary, is of a roving difpofition, and wholly regard. 
Jefs of the ties of confanguinity ; he takes his wife with him, goes to 
a diftant part of the country, and buries himfelf in the woods, hun- 
dreds of miles diftant from the reft of his family, never, perhaps, to fee 
them again, . In the back part of the country you always meet num- 
bers of men prowling about to try and buy cheap land ; having found 
what they like, they immediately remove : nor, having once removed, 
are thefe people fatisfied ; reftlefs and difcontented with what they 
poffefs, they are for ever changing. It is fcarcely poffible, in any part 
of the continent, to find aman, amongit the middling and lower clafles 
of Americans, who has not changed his farm and his refidence many 
different times, ‘Thus it is that, though there are not more than 
four millions of people in the United States, yet they are {cattered 
from the confines of Canada to the farthefb extremity of Georgia, and 
from the Atlantic to the banks of the Mifliffippi. ‘Thoufands of acres 
of waite land are annually taken up in unhealthy and unfruitful parts 
of the country, notwithitanding that the beft fettled and healthy parts 


of the middle {tates would maintain five times the number + inha. - 
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bitants that they doat prefent. TheAmerican, however, does not change 
about from place to place in this. manner merely to gratify a wandering 
difpofition ; in every change he hopes to make moncy, By the 
defire of making money, both the Germans and Americans, of every 
clafs and defeription, are actuated in all theix movements ; felf-intereit 
is always uppermoft in their thoughts; it is the idol which they 
worfhip, and at its fhrine thoufands and thoufands would be found, 
in .all parts of the country, ready to make a facrifice of every noble 
and generous fentiment that can adorn the human mind.”’ Pp. 68—72. 


We believe, that if the lower clailes are made acquainted 
with fuch circumitances, they will not be fo eafily impofed 
upon for the future, by the mifreprefentations of the in- 
terefted ; and the defire of emigration will be diminithed 
amongit the fuperior orders, if they will condefcend to perufe 
this volume. Travellers will not be anxious, furely, of viliting 
a country, where they muft expect to meet with “ eleven 
beds in a room, and people fleep in pairs; where boors, 
lawyers, and a Judge, lie together, and all breakfait and 
dine together in a tavern ;”’ where the inhabitants of WasH- 
INGTON are ‘* under the neceflity of going through a deep 
wood, for two miles, to fee a next door neighbour, and in 
the fame city, is a curious, and, I believe, a novel circum- 
{tance ;”’ and the roads are fo bad— 


“‘ That on going from Elkton to the Sufquchannah ferry, the 
driver frequently had to call to the paffengers in the ftage, to lean out 
of the carriage firft at one fide, then at the other, to prevent it from 
overfetting in the deep ruts with which the road abounds: ‘ Now, 
gentlemen, to the right ;? upon which the paffengers all {tretched 
their bodies half way out of the carriage to balance it on that fide : 
* Now, gentlemen, to the left ;’ and fo on, This was found abfo. 
Jutely neceflary at leaft a dozen times in half the number of miles, 
Whenever they attempt to mend thefe roads, it is always by filling 
the ruts with faplings or bufhes, and covering them over with earth, 
This, however, is done only when there are fields on each fide of the 
road. If the road runs contiguous to a wood, then, initead of 
mending it where it is bad, they open a new paflage through the 
trees, which they call making a road, It is very common in Mary- 
Jand to fee fix or feven different roads branching out from one, which 
all lead to the fame place, A ftranger, before he is acquainted with 
this circumftance, is frequently puzzled to know which he ought to 
take. ‘The dexterity wish which the drivers of the tages guide their 
horfes along thefe new roads, which are full of ftumps of trees, is 
aftonifhing ; yet, to appearance, they are the moft awkward drivers 
poffible ; it is more by the different noifes which they make, than by 
their reins, that they manage their horfes.””  p, 22, | 


(To be continued.) 
ART. 
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Art. XIII. Subfance of Mr. Canning’s Speech, in the 
Houfe of Commons, Tuefday, Dec. 11, 1798, on Mr, 
Tierney’s Motion refpeéting Continental Alliances, 8vo, 
Pp. 70. Price 1s. 6d. Wright. 1799. 


HE obje& of Mr. Tierney’s motion was to prevent his 

4 .Majetty frem forming any alliances with the leading 
powers on the Continent, with a view to fruftrate the machi- 
mations, and to defeat the projects, of the republic of France. 
"To us it appears, that the adoption of fuch a meafore would 
have been an unconttitutional interference with the lawful 
prerogative of the Crown, in whom the right of contracting 
alliances is exclufively vefted. If fuch prerogative be fo exer- 
«ifed as to affect the interefts of the country, the Minifters, 
by whofe advice the Monarch is diways fuppofed to act, are 
refponfible for fuch mifconduct, and fubjeét to impeachment. 
On this ground, ‘however, Mr. Canning expreffes no anxiety 
to. meet his opponent ; but, contenting himfelf with merely 
marking the motion as ‘‘ extraordinary,”’ fairly meets the argu- 
ments by which it was fupported, and, in our opinion, fuc- 
cefsfully confutes them all. The fpeech is, indeed, replete 
with able reafoning, pointed ridicule, and well-wrought 


irony. 

We perfectly agree with Mr. C. in his mode of eftimating 
the utility of a new meafure of policy propofed for the 
adoption of the Houfe: ‘* I hold it no bad teft to examine in 
what way it bears upon the interefts of France, and, to con- 
clude, however unphilofophically or illiberally, that what is 

ood for the enemy cannot be very good for ws.” (P. 10.) 

his argument was, of itfelf, conclulive againft Mr. Tier- 
ney’s motion ; for, moft certainly, however pure the mover’s 
motives might be, it was a motian which the Exccutive Di- 
rcftory mult heartily approve. 

In order to fhew the fallacy of arguing from the patt 
conduét of the continental powers to fhew what their future 
conduét would be, in the event of a new confederacy, Mr. C. 
aiduces the inftance of many individuals in this country, 
who have been induced, from recent events, to change ‘ the 
whole courfe and current of their ideas” in refpect of France; 
and he then afks, “* by what rule, cither of juftice or of 
reafon, does the honourable gentleman propofe to limit the 
henefits of experience to his own countrymen alone?” We 
fhall extra& fome paflages from this part of his fpeech, con- 
taining allufions to certain well-known events, and re 
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Subjance of Mr. Canning’s Speech. s3 


by a pleafant ftrain of ingenious irony, as a fair fpecimen of 
the {tyle and fpirit of the compofition :— 


‘6 Is it not poffible that the ftatefmen of Auftria or of Pruffia may 
have caught fome light from what has paffed upon the continent of 
Europe? May not Baron Thugut or Count Haugwitz have declared 
(though not perhaps in a public tavern) at Berlin or Vienna, that 
© France has thrown off the majk, if ever foe wore it ?? Would not 
they be to be believed if they had made fuch a declaration ? Is there 
any thing that fhould make ¢ezr profeffion incredible, and ¢hezr con. 
viction fufpicious ? Or is it to the enlightened wifdom, to the pene- 
trating and perfpicacious fagacity, to the firm and inflexible virtue of 
our own patrriot ftatefmen alone, that we would confine the plea of 
credulity, and reftrict the privilege of recantation ? 

¢ T, Sir, do not fee the juftice of fuch a reftriCtion and limitation 
and I confefs I fhould try the fincerity of fuch a recantation by one 
teft alone ;—by obferving whether or no it were followed by any a# 
that correfponded with its {pirit and its meaning. 

*€ It has been obferved by ancient philofophers, that if virtue could 
Be brought to perfection and confummation in any human mind, the 
pofleffor of it would ftill be an imperfect creature, forafmuch as the 
confcioufnels of his own excellence would weaken in him one of the 
firft and moft amiable qualities of human nature—the cong cay for 
the frailties of his fellow-creatures.—It is, I fuppofe, from fome fuch 
caufe as this, that the gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe thew 
themfeives fo little indulgent to the failings and errors of our Allies, 
Confcious that nothing of French artifice, or French wickednefs, 
could deceive or impofe upon zhem, they cannot forgive the folly and 
ftupidity of thofe who have fuffered themfelves for a moment to be fo 
deluded : nay, they are hardly content to afcribe the delufion to folly ; 
but are forward to infinuate a fulpicion of fympathy and fellow. 
feeling with France. 

“« We, Sir, who have not the fame confcioufnefs of infallibility in 
ourfelves, are naturally averfe trom fuch fufpicion, and more difpofed 
to make good-natured allowances, And I proteft, for one, that if 
the minifters whom I have mentioned, Baron Thugut and Count 
Haugwitz---nay, if even their mafters, the Emperor and the King 
of Pruffia, had pledged themfelves yet deeper to a miftaken opinion 
of France ;---if the forms of the. Houfe had admitted of their being 
brought to your bar, and there, Sir; before God and the country, 
{wearing xpon their caths and upon their honour, that they be- 
lieved-.-nay, {wearing that they a/avays would continue to believe--- 
that the government of France was the gentleff, quieteft, pureft, no- 
bleft, faithfullef, bef of governments ;---that zt abhorred and de. 
tefted, above all things, the idea of foreign interference with the 
government of other countries ;---that the chara¢ter of the Directory 
had fomething in it of peculiar candour, ingenuity, and openne/s ;--= 
that they (the witnefles) {poke to thefe facts from their own certain 
knowledge,-a-for that they had Jiwed upon terms of the moft con- 
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fidential intercourfe with the DireCtory, and their communication bad 
been almoft entircly upon fubje&s of a polstical nature :-«-1f, 1 fay, 
Sir, fuch had been the teftimony in favour of France, given with all 
folemnity of an oath, by the great perfonages to whom I have re- 
ferred..-I fhould yet be willing to allow fome credit to their affe. 
veration, if they were now to come forward and tell us, that the 
circumftances of the conduét of France fince the time when this tefti- 
mony was given,---that, above all, the declarations and confeffion 
of France herfelf, had completely changed their opinion ; had detected 
the fraud which had been praétifed upon their judgement, and had 
convinced them of the profligacy, the atrocity, and the hypocrify of 
the Directory. 

‘© Ifay, Sir, I thould be willing to give full credit to this peni- 
tent retraction. I should be willing even to profit by their offers of 
future co-operation againft France. Nor do I well fee on what 
ground the Honourable Gentlemen could reject fuch offers, unlefs 
they are prepared to argue (which if they are, on their own judge. 
ments be the refponfibility,---I do not prefume to give any opinion 
for or againit fuch a propofition,) that € no man who has once been 
contaminated by the communion of French principles,--.who has been 
drawn, however innocently or miftakenly, into an approbation and 
encouragement of perfons acting upon thefe principles,---can ever 
again be a found man.’ 

«© J, for my part, fhould in fuch a cafe incline to believe the 
recantation fincere, and to act upon it as fuch ;---unlefs, indeed, at the 
moment of making it the fame perfon were to fay to me, £ I do not, 
however, fo much difapprove French principles in themfelves: J 
only doubt the propriety of their application,’-.-Then, indeed, I 
adinit, that I fhould diftruft him again as much as ever.”’ 

































The numberlefs aéts of tyranny, oppreflion, and cruelty, 
perpetrated by the republican troops in different countries, 
are pourtrayed in nervous and elegant language. One miftake, 
however, occurs refpecting the town of Soleure in Switzer- 
land, which fhould be corre&ted in a future edition. The 
go Oy are ftated to have been murdered by the French in 
cold blogd, after the reduction of the place ; but, though ftill 
greater enormities than this were committed in various parts 
of Switzerland, the fact, we believe, is, that none of the 
snagiftrates of Soleure were put todeath, 








Art. XIV. Ode to Lord Nelfon on his Conqueft in Egypt. By 
Harmodius, 4to. Pp. 12. Price 1s. Egerton, Hace, 


1798. 


ee Poet celebrates, at once, the martial feats of the Bri- 
tith Hero, and the bleffings of peace; and exprefles a 
fervent with that the former may be productive of the — 
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His ftrains are neither deftitute of energy nor harmony, and , 
the fpirit by which they were dictated is a _ of mecknefs, 
benevolence, and humanity. We extract the concluding 
paflage in confirmation of our remarks.— 


‘© But to that all-difpofing Power, 
To whom in Conquett’s flattering hour, 
Thou, good as great, didit render all the praife, 
Illuftrious Netson! to that Powsr alone, 
O, thou, forlorn Brirannia, raife 
Thy weeping heart, thy humble eye, 
Nor look for aid beneath the fky. 
To his fupreme, celeftial throne 
Hafte, and with proftrate homage fue, 
That o’er thy head he would in mercy fhower 
Of his rich bleffing the refrefhing dew, 
Would bid his bleeding fuppliant live, 
Would give that Peace which He alone can give, 
And all thy drooping energies, renew. 
If He but fpeak War rufhes forth, pale Fear 
Quakes in the Van, Deatu thundering in the rear! 
If He but fpeak, War’s wildelt rage thall ceafe, 
And all again be joy, andall again be Peace.’’ 


= 


Art. XV. Britifb Public Charaéers. 
P. 636. VOL. I.) 








(Concluded from 


Sha writing the preceding part of this review, we. 
underftand that two of the chief authors are Dyer and 
Wakefield, both fo well known in the democratic literature 
of the times. Thefe writers, however, have occafionally 
been favourable to conftitutional men; probably hoping, by 
apparent moderation, to conceal their principles and conduct, 
and fo procure a currency to the work. The account of Mr. 
Dundas pres to be laudatory, but the cloven foot appears. 
The character of this great man is without difcrimination. 
The writer allows the talents of the Secretary to be eminent, 
but does not mark their nature. He does not draw that acute 
and ftrong underftanding, that ‘‘ ready comprehenfion of the 
moft complicated details and intricate relations ; inftantaneous 
perception of the cafe, application of the principle; decifion 
of refolution, and promptnefs of difpatch,*” which diftinguifh 





* See Dr. Biffet’s charaéter of Mr. Dundas, in the Life of Burke, 
P. $57. ; 
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this illuftrious character. Having beftowed on Mr. Dundas’s 
intelle&t unappropriate praife, the author very falfely imputes 
to him great corruption of principle; and, to fupport his alle- 
gation, he brings forward feveral charges totally unproved by: 
teftimony, and unfupported by the Secretary’s general con- 
du&., On the whole, this attempted fketch of Mr. Dundas 
isa paultry dauh, very unworthy of the fubje& in the ability 
of the execution; and, under the pretence of impartiality, 
amott falfe and malignant account of his principles and 
ations: but as foolifh as maltenant, beeaufe the falfehoods 
are fo grofs and palpable as to be liable to immediate dete€tion. 
We truft that portraits of our ftatefmen will, ere long, be 
drawn by powers fitter to delineate the general and peculiar 
features of their minds; to illuftrate, by their connfels and 
actions, the talerits and qualities of fuch heads and’ hearts. 

The ftrong comprehenfive intelleét, and the felf-governing 
refolute mind, of the venerable Thurlow, are very feebly 
pourtrayed. More juftice is done to his tteadinefs and integ- 
rity. There is a very ufelefs quotation of a paflage from Dr. 
Parr’s Bellendenus, in which that erudite gentleman pours 
out the moft fcurrilous abufe, totaily inapplicable to its object, 
in very elegant Latin. 

The article concerning Lord Monboddo is a moft bare- 
faced plagiarifm from the Account of Living Authors, pub- 
lifhed about a year ago, 

The character of Dr. Horfeley is drawn with more abilit 
than moft of the reft ; and, though no facts are exhibited mew A 
were not well known before, yet thofe narrated are arranged 
with fo much judgement as to convey net an inadequate idea of 
that able and learned Prelate. A confiderable degree of juftice 
is.alfo rendered to the genuine Chriftian fimplicity and primi- 
tive piety of that zealous promoter and exemplary pattern of 
pure religion—the Bifhop of London. 

Dean 4 fucceeds the amiable and worthy Porteus. 
The fketch of his hiftory, his commercial and political talents, 
is rather feeble than unlike the original :—‘* the lines, tho’ 
faintly drawn, yet ftill are right.” “They befides contain no- 
thing that is not known to every man acquainted with literary 
hiftory. 

_ Soon after Dr. Tucker, come two pairs of very hetero- 
geneous portraits, Mr. King, the Comedian, and the Bifhop 
of Durham ; the Archbifhop of eed and Peter Pin- 
dar. ‘The account of the two Prelates is fo-very fuperficiat 
as to convey only a moft vague idea of their characters. The 
fketch of Dr. Moore is prefaced by an obfervation which, 
though true as to the Archbifhop himfelf, is very far from 
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Scing juftin all the inftances quoted. ‘‘ Some (fays'the writer) 
of the ableftand beft Prelates of whom the Church of Eng- 
land has to boatt, originally arofe from very humble fituations 
in fociety.” In exemplifying this remark, probably jult, he 
cites the Archbifhop Laud, whofe father was a weaver. 
Although very inimical to that puritanical {pirit which over- 
threw the church and ftate, we cannot allow more merit to its 
victims than they actually pofleffed, “Though Anti-Jacobins, 
we will not hefitate to pronounce our opinion, that Laud, fo 
far from being one of the wileft and beit of our Prelates, was 
a weak, narrow-minded, intolerant bigot. This article we 
prefume to be written by fome lefs difcerning man than Dyer 
or Wakefield. 

The account of Peter Pindar is very trifling and fuper- 
ficial, evidently the work of a writer unqualified to inveftt- 
gate the fatire of that poet, to appreciate its character, and 
e{timate its moral and political tendency. A criticof genius 
and learning would, on fuch a fubje&t, have viewed the nature 
and obje&t of the poems, and compared them with the fatires 
of Horace, Juvenal, Swift, Pope, &c. enquired whether, in 
point of durability and importance of theme, force, and dex- 
terity of execution, Pindar, in any degree, refembled the one 
or the other of thofe writers, and have tried to afcertain whe- 
ther Peter’s fame was likely to be-temporary or permanent. 

The life of Dr. Watfon is pourtrayed with impartiality, 
but not ably. Such minds as Watfon’s, and of feveral other 
{ubje&s of this work, are evidently beyond the depth of the 
writers. ‘Thofe may be fit for rte ing David Williams, 
Gilbert Wakefield, Dr. Towers, and Dr. Darwin, who are 
very inadequate to the tafk of exhibiting a Watfon, a Thur- 
low, a Dundas, a Fox, and.a Pitt. The critical abilities, 
elegant literature, profeflional and general knowledge of the 
venerable Douglas, deferve a much abler painter than: the 
author of the feeble daub over which the name of that Prelate 
iS written. 

The obfervation which we have made concerning jejunity of 
fact, and inadequacy of powers, applies to the attempted ex- 
hibitions.of the Earl of Clare, the Bifhop of Worcelter, Lord 
Duncan, Lord Nelfon, Marquis Cornwallis, and other illuf- 
trious characters. "The authors appear to know little but 
what every one knew before ; and to be deficient in that vigour 
and comprehenfion of underftanding, without which, though ~ 
{upplied with abundance of materials, no writer can be com- 
petent to the tafk of appreciating and exhibiting characters. 

A certain clafs of fubje&ts has called forth from the authors 
greater induftry of enquiry than thofe of much fuperior 
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talents and confequence. On thefe the writers have dwelt 
con amore. Mr. Dyer and Mr. Wakefield have, we under- 





ftand, been the biographers of each other. The confequence 


of this is, as might be naturally expected, a fee-/aw of com- 
pliment. The life of Wakefield occupies feventeen pages, 
while the Bifhop of Salifbury’s is comprifed in two! Mr. 
George Dyer’s is more moderate in its length, being not much 
Jonger than thofe of the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, and 
Mr. Dundas. ee to his biographer, Mr. Wakefield 


‘is one of the firit intellectual and moral charaéters of the pre- 


fent age. We believe Mr. Wakefield to be a very expert 


‘Tinguilt, but we have feen none of his works which, by the 


ftrength of the reafoning, or profoundnefs of the philofophy, 


‘entitle him to rank very high as an intellectual character, 


We who, in the old ftyle of morals, include patriotifm in our 


‘lift of virtues, will not allow that a man who has uniformly 


endeavoured to reprefent our excellent Conftitution as a fyftem 


of opprefiion and injuftice, and who has attempted to difjuade 


his countrymen from oppofing an invafion, and an invafion by the 

moft atheiftical, profligate foe that ever fcourged mankind, 
k very high as a moral charaéter. 

Whether the authors intend to apportion the length of 


‘their portraits to their conception of the utility of the fub- 


jects to the cause which they with to ferve, it is impoflible 
for us to determine. We mutt confefs we could not avoid 


remarking that the greateft portion of the work is devoted to 
Gilbert Wakefield! excepting two other fubjeéts, Mr. Grat- 


tan and Mr. Fox. Were, however, any readers to form the 
conclufion on the fubje& which we do not attempt, they 


‘would find one fact militate againft the probability ot its jutt- 


nefs; a very fhort article is allowed to Dr. Prieftley, who has 
certainly contributed more to the caufe than Wakefield either 
did, or, from his powers, could, or can, contribute. 

David Williams is not negleéted. Indeed were we to 
judge of him through the medium of this work, inftead of 
his writings and condu&, we fhould fuppofe this perfon to be 
a great, wife, and Rood man. ‘There are not wanting, in 
the account of Mr. Williams, obfervations irrefragably juft. 
Having detailed his republican and anti-chriftian works and 
proceedings, the bjographer fays, ‘* his religious and political 


“opinions, at length, connefied him INTIMATELY WITH 


THE POPULAR PARTY in this country, and his celebrity 
recommended him to the notice of the GIRONDISTS im France, 
who invited him over to affift them in the formation of the “=, 
tution. He was intimately acquainted with BRISSOT.”’ E 


“MUST HERE ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THE CONNECTION OF 
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‘In commending Mr. 
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CAUSES AND EFFECTS IS PERFECTLY EXHIBITED. The 


‘biographer laments that the champion of the new doctrines, 


and, therefore, the friend of a party here, and their corret- 


-pondents in France, does not, in England, receive the ap- 


plaule THEY think due to the abettor of democracy and irre- 
ligion. ‘* Againf{t fo bold, fo manly, and fo able an advocate 
in behalf of civil and religious liberty, much malignity has 
occafionally been difplayed; to deprecate fuch malignity, or 
defend him from the attacks of the enemies of /uch principles, 
would be fuperfluous, becaufe it would be unneceflary.” 
Among the objects of warmeft praife in this work is Mr. 
Henry Erfkine. This praife mutt arife from the fympathy of 
political fentiment, as they fhew themfelves quite unac- 
quainted with the facts of that gentleman’s hiftory and the 
qualities of his mind. If they had known the fubje& of 
their panegyric, they might (we do not fay they would) have 
difcovered in his genius, qualities which they overlook. 
Men acquainted with Mr. Erfkine, and able to obferve the 
characteriftics of his mind, would have perceived vivacity, 
pleafant humour, and /ight wit to be the prominent excellen- 
cies of his genius. For thefe they would have given hima 


‘credit which they have not done. They would have found 


that, as an orator, he fpeaks principally to the fancy and 

affions of his hearers, and rarely to their underitandings; 
that his fpeeches and profeflional opinions difplay neither an 
extraordinary fund of legal knowledge, nor great powers of 


‘inveftigation and deduction. It is here attempted to reprefent 


him as both the moft learned and able man at the Scotch bar. 
Thofe mutt be total f{trangers to the accurate and extenlive 
knowledge, and found and vigorous reafoning, of Mr. George 
Ferguffon, the profound refearch of Mr. David Hume, (not 
unworthy of his illuftrious uncle,) the learning and ability of 
feveral others, who can fuppofe the lively ingenuity, the 
facetious jokes, the declamatory perorations of Mr. Henry 
Erfkine the higheft perfe€tion of Scotch juridical ability. 

Prfkine the writer throws out an afper- 
fion on Mr. Dundas, the Lord Advocate, not more talfe than 
oe: The folly is equal to the malignity, becaufe the 
alfehood is fo very obvious, and muft, indeed, appear fo 
glaring to any one, of whatever party, that has the {malleft 
acquaintance with Scotch charaéters. The Lord Advocate, 
according to this writer, is ** deftitute alike of powerful ta- 
lents and juridical experience.” We might refer the aljertor 
of this charge to many fpeeches of Mr. Dundas, which 
would fully demonftrate its inanity; but, to be concife, we 
thall confine ourfelves totwo. Let them perufe the exhi- 
bitions 
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ditions of that gentleman, on Scotch queftions, inthe Houfe 
of Commons, efpecially on the trials of Muir and Palmer, 
in particular, and on the criminal law of Scotland in general, 
in anfwer to the very able and learned orations of Mr. Wm. 
Adam; and if the faid writer is competent to judge from mate- 
rials before him, he will find a moft accurate and extenfive 
. knowledge of the detail of the common and ftatute law* of 
Scotland, both in themfelves, and as illuftrated by decifions ; 
athorough difcernment of its fpirit and general principles, 
with a comprehenfion of the philofophy of penal law, that 
fhewed mott complete juridical experience, informing and 
iding an underftanding competent and habituated to rife 
trom particulars to the moft extenfive generalization. When, 
or where, did Mr. Henry Erfkine ever difplay fuch a fpecimen 
of judicial knowledge and powerful intellect? This article, 
alfo, not contented with a grofs calumny againft one of his 
Majelty’s principal law officers, proceeds to an equally falfe 
— concerning that body of gentlemen of which he is 
the head. The writer afferts that Mr. Erfkine was /hameful/y 
bereft of his office of Dean of Faculty, and that envy and 
malignity were the motives which dictated the proceedings on 
that occafion. The fact was fimply this.—When the T'rea- 
fon and Sedition Bills were pending, Mr. H.Erikine was a very 
active agitator of an oppofition tothem; a meeting of the Fa- 
culty of Advocates was calledto confider this proceeding of their 
chairman and reprefentative, refpe@ting the meafures that 
many ot them believed, not only beneficial, but abfolutely 
neceffary, to the falvation of the Conftitution. It being 
found that Mr. Erfkine perfifted in his oppofition to bills, in 
their opinion, fo indifpenfible, they, his con({tituents, refolved 
that, at the enfuing ele@tion, they fhould choofe a chairman 
whofe known principles and conduét fhould be likely to 
reprefent theirs. Such was the proceeding which this author 
calls fhametul, and imputestothe moft unworthy motives. 
We have dwelt longer on this work than its literary im- 
portance deferves, merely to fhew the tendency of its defign, 
and the falfe impreffions which it means to convey, refpeCting 
both individuals and claffes, As Avti-Jacobins, we reprobate 
its intention. As literary critics, we do not hefitate to fay, 
that, on the whole, it is deftitute of new and important in- 
formation, evidently the work of perfons void of biogra- 
phical knowledge, and totally deficient in biographical 
fkill and ability. It is a mifchievous, barren, feeble, and 
paltry performance ; and, we tyuft, will experience, from the 
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fenfe and found principles of Britons, the contempt which 
thofe deferve who, trom malice traduce, or trom ignorance 
or incapacity, mifroprefent, Briti/h Public Characters, 
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Art. XVI. A Sermon, preached in the Parifh Church of 
Hanwell, in the County of Middlefex, on Sunday, ‘fuly 22, 
1798, before the Members of the Voluntary Armed Affociations, 
fermed within the Parifhes of Hanwell and Ealing, including 
New and Old Brentford. By George Henry Glaffe,* 
M. A. Reétor of Hanwell, Honorary Chaplain to the 
Corps. Pp. 15. Price 1s. Norbury, Brentford; and 
Rivingtons, London. 1798. . 


oe it be profeffedly foreign from our purpofe to 
extend our obfervations to any confiderable length, on 
fingle fermons, unlefs the matter of them is particularly in- 
terefting, we cannot but feel an immediate fatisfaction in 
allotting to fuch difeourfes as the prefent a diftinguifhed place 
in our Review, where it is the evident and landable defign of 
the duthor to add his tribute of deferved praife to thofe true 
friends of their country, who “ have familiarized themfelves 
to the weapons of honourable warfare, that, in cafe of danger 
from either foreign or internal enemies, they may raife a bul- 
wark around us and our dwellings, and expofe their lives for 
our defence.”” ‘Too much cannot be faid in commendation of 
thofe men who have thus become *¢ a wall unto us both by night 
and day,” and to whofe manly fpirit and perfevering efforts 
this kingdom is fo largely indebted for its internal prefervation, 
and the continuance of our invaluable privileges. Such, in- 
deed, is our ftrong conviction of their utility, that we regret 





* We were ete to find fo refpeftable and regular a clergy- 
man as Mr. Glaffe fanctioning, by his ewn practice, the reprehen- 


fible cuftom which prevails among many modern Divines, of omitting 
the proper profeffional prefix (Reverend) to their names. If we had 
not known the principles of the Rector of Hanwell we thould have 
fufpected he was of that fafhionable {chool whofe indifcriminate libe- 
rality would confound the moft ufeful diftin@tions, and affimilate the 
clerical charatter as nearly as pollible to that of the laity, 
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to have heard a hint thrown out in any. refpeétable circle that 
the motive for aflociating has been wholly and effectually re- 
moved by the late glorious atchievements of our gallant officers 
and feamen. We ardently hope, however, that they will 
not relax in their exertions under this deceitful fuppotition 

Our naval fucceffes, no doubt, have the moft powertul claim 
upon the national gratitude: they ftand unrivalled in the 
annals of hiftory ; they are the juft admiration of the prefent 
time, and they will tranfmit the Britifh name with unexam- 
pled luftre to pofterity. But while we are exulting in thefe 
proud triumphs over a foreign foe, we mult not forget on what 
authority we are told, that ‘ the worlt enemies are thofe of a 
man’s own houfchold:*” and, as we have been kindly fore- 
warned of the ufe which it was intended, by fome perfons, to 
make of the arms entrufted to them for the general defence, 
when the menaces of invafion fhould once fubfide, it would be 
madnefs toindulge a falfe fecurity, and toleave ourfelves unpre- 
pared and unprovided for the attack. When fuch ftrong intima- 
tions are thrown out it is not a time, furely, to abandon the beit 
meansof prevention: we fhould rather wifh to remind our brave 
protectors, that if, under fuch circumftances, they once fuffer 
themfelves to fleep upon their pofts, the hour may unex- 
pectedly {teal upon us, when * refiftance will no longer be 
thought a queftion of prudence,” but become, by a very eafy 
procefs, (and, to adopt the fame feditious jargon,) the ‘* holy 
right of infurrection.”’ 

‘¢ While, therefore,” fays the learned author of the dif- 
courfe before us, ‘* we lament the neceffity which calls for 
thefe proofs of devoted attachment to our country, let us form 
a juft eftimate of our happinefs, who thus, from among our- 
abe. fee fuch defence and proteéction raifed up to us, and, 
in the prefent perilous time, have in view fuch means of deli- 
verance.” We have given thefe fhort extraéts rather as the 
corroborating fentiments of a found divine than as {fpecimens 
of Mr. Glaife’s compofition ; which is, however, elegant 
throughout, and contains feveral paflages marked with confi- 











* See a late inflammatory harangue (as ftated in the public prints) 
on the cenfure attempted to be paffed on the Lord Licutenant of 
Surry, for a precaution which entitles him to the thanks of ever 
loval fubje&: for, when we hear fuch an unguarded boaft of the 
meditated views of abufed confidence, we cannot too highly commend 
his Lordfhip for his manly refufal to commit the defence of the coun- 
try to thofe who are continually arraigning its inftitutions. 
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derable animation. The fubjeét did not call for profound 
difquifition, which, on fuch an eccafion, would have been 
infeafouable: We would willingly have clofed our obfer- 
vations here ; but we cannot (confiftently with that regard to 
truth, of which we hope never to lofe fight,) forbear to exprefs 
our doubts, whether the advertifement to this fermon would 
not have been better omitted : for, defirous as we profefs our- 
felves to be upon all occafions, to pay every becoming refpect 
and commendation to eminent worth, we are not {ure that 
we fhould have feen the fame propriety with Mr. Glaffe im 
complimenting, even the moft diftinguifhed Prelate on the 
bench, fo unneceflarily at our own expence. 

We have received a prayer, compofed by the author of this 
fermon, and read at the confecration of the Colours of the 
Brentford Armed Affociation, in Ealing church, on the 18th 
of O&tober laft, which we willingly publifh, at the requeft of 
a refpectable body of men, though not perfectly compatible 
with the plan of our work. It may well-be confidered as an 
appendix to the fermon :— 


«¢ O; thou great Judge of Heaven and Earth, in whofe hand are 
power and might, and in whofe hand it is to give ftrength to thy 
people, look down from the habitation of thy holinefs, and of thy 
glory, and behold thy fervants who come before thee this day, de- 
voting themfelves to thee, and to their country. 

«© To thy munificence, O Lord God, we ftand indebted for every 
blefling we rective ; for all the comforts, all the enjoyments of this 
prefent life, and all thofe exalted hopes which lead us to afpire after 
immortality. We. blefs thee for the word of thy truth—for the light 
of thy gofpel ; for this good land in which thou haft appointed us to 
dwell ; for our civil ftation ; for our political privileges ; for thofe 
wife and judicious laws, which, while they check licentioufnefs, 
éftablith and maintain true liberty ; for the fpirit and mild admini- 
ftration of thofe laws, under the governance of thy fervant, our Sove. 
reign; for our religion, which renders the Church of England a 
praife among Chriftian nations ; and for our conftitution, the admi- 
ration of the world. 

“ Thou haft given us thefe bleffings, gracious Lord; and it is 
thy will that we fhould ufe all diligence to preferve them—that we 
fhould labour earneftly to guard and to defend our precious inheritance 
againft all the affaults of our enemies: they have faid, ‘ Come, and 
let us root them out, that they may be no more a people, and that the 
hame of Britain may be no more in remembrance!’’ But wilt not 
thou plead our caufe, O Lord, with them that ftrive with us ? Wilt 
hot thou, O God of hofts, wilt not thou go out with our armies ? 
Without thine aid, vain are our means of fafety—fruitlefs our attempts 
at deliverance. Avert from us the meditated evil ;—oh, let nor 
tapine, plunder, violation, maffacre, facrilege, regicide, pollute our 

NO. VII, VOL. Fl, K country 8 



















































Aap Ge Aaa 






a Sr RUNES koe itch 


i ae times 
ee re a ite: ‘3 eee 
3 Se Ree ee 1, AN at Peeae 
raga tm, 2 ATE B at arte ” sagen So aaa LS = ai es coe eye wee eae eee 
ws . = omer gee ea sae i _— err RL ae rex 
ici seu oe en tee a sme + : - ” 










So se 
a a 
ISS ay 





mee 
~ . Asai ORE 
STR eS 
SS met a eae 








compo! ow = a 


mS ln gra ma 


~< eet nee sendin, tate — bs a 
Ce he Sr RS es 


Rae woh ne 





66 ORIGINAL CRITICISM: 


country ! O deliver not our ftrength into captivity, nor our gfory 
into the enemies’ hand. 

*¢ Hitherto, O Lord, thou haft helped—hitherto thou haft fuc- 
coured us—Thou haft heard the fupplications of thy fervants, and 
haft not given us over for a prey unto our enemies. Bleffed be thy 
name, for the protection which thou haft afforded us ;_ for the light 
of thy countenance which dath fhined, and, as we humbly truft, will 
yet thine, upon thy people. Biefied be thy name, for the fpirit which 
glows within the hearts of our countrymen—for the zeal and ardour 
which thou. haft infpired—tfor thofe aflociated powers, thofe bonded 
energies which thou haft called forth for our defence. O Lord, fhould 
it be thy will to drizg upon us the {word of foreign hoftility, or of 
domeflic infurrection, then be thou prefent with thefe thy fervants in 
the hour of danger, and with all others, who, like thei, fhall wil. 
lingly offer themiclyes : ftrengthen their hearts, and nerve their arms 
for the conflict. In that hour may they remember thee, O Lord, 


~ who art great and terrible ; and may they fight with irrefiftible bra- 


very for their brethren, their fons and their daughters, their wives 
and their houfes ! 

«6 We have heard with our ears, O God—our fathers have told us, 
what thou haft done in their time of old. ‘Thou art the fame, yefter- 
day, and to-day, and for ever: with thee is no variablenefs, neither 
fhadow of turning. Thou, O Lord of hofts, art with us, as thou 
wert with our fathers; thou haft not failed nor forfaken us. Thine 
is the greatnefs, and the glory, and the victory, and the majefty. 
Even now thy mighty hand, thy ftretched-out arm, hath faved us 
from our enemies, and hath put them to confufion that hate us: there. 
fore do we praife thee, O God; we acknowledge thee to be the 
Lord. We laud and magnify thee, O thou Sovereign Ruler of all 
the World, for that fplendid navaL vicrory, the tidings whereof 
have awakened every heart to rapture, and have caufed the found of joy 
and gladnefs to be heard throughout our land, In that great and 
fignal event we fee the manifeftation of thy divine power, directing, 
controlling, and furthering all occurrences, for the honour, the fafety, 
the exaltation of thy faithful fervants, Who fhall not fear thee, O 
King of nations? forafmuch as there is none like unto thee, O Lord ; 
thou art great, and thy name is great inmight. Can we, with felfith 
ingratitude, avail ourfelves of thy bleflings, and not afcribe the praife 
to thee, its only author? Can we ‘ forget God our Saviour, who 
hath done fo great things in Egypt ?’ 

«* Continue to us, we befeech thee, thy mercy, and profper the 
work of our hands upon us—Behold,O God, our defender, and look upon 
the face of thine anointed. Blefs thou his righteous caufe ; and thefe 
the loyal, independent fupporters of that caufe---thefe, who in thine 
awful prefence, and in the houfe which is called by thy name, pledge 


- themfelves by whatfoever things are folemn, whatfoever things are 


facred, to guard and defend the throne of their Sovereign, the confti- 
tution of their country, the religion of their fathers. And oh, may 
it be thy good pleafure to accelerate that hour, to which the friends 
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of mankind look forward with eager expectation ; that’ bleffed hour 


which fhall bring peace on its wings—no bafe and miferable com- 
promife—no fhort-lived repofe, purchafed by the furrender of national 
honour, and of national virtue; but a fafe, equitable, permanent 
peace, the brighteft object of every valorous atchievement, every 
patriotic exertion ; fuch a peace, as, through thy blefling, may 
reftore tranquillity to a world now convulfed and agorfized ; fuch a 
peace as may confole us for our paft fuffcrings, and may cheer our 
future profpects ; fuch a peace as may be the means of tranfmitting 
all the bleilings which thou haft beftewed upon us, pure, entire, undi- 
minifhed, to our children, and to our children’s children, 

‘¢ In full affurance, that thou wilt hear the prayers of thy fervants, 
and in thine own good time grant their requefts ; in all fubmiffion and 
readinefs of mind to faftain whatever trials thou fhalt previoully lay 
upon us ; in dutiful obedience to thy commands, that whatfoever we 
do, we fhould do all to the glory of God, we now /et up thefe our 
banners unto thee, folemnly confecrating them in the name of * The 
Lord God Omnipotent, the God of the Armies of Britain!’ and with 
them dedicating ourfelves, all that we have, all that we are, ‘every 
faculty of fpirit, and foul, and body, to thy honour and fervice ; and 
fo far as each of us, in his refpective ftation, can promote it, to the 
welfare and profperity of our country. 

« And, O Lord, do thou confecrate us unto thyfelf, by thy Holy 
Spirit, that we may continue thine for ever ; that through thy pro- 
tection we may be free from all adverfities, and devoutly given to 
ferve thee in good works, to the glory of thy blefled name, and our 
own everlafting falvation, through Jefus Chrift our Lord. Amen. 

«¢ The Almighty Lord, who is a moft ftrong tower to all them 
that put their truft in him, to whom all things in heaven, in earth, 
and under the earth, do bow and obey, be now and evermore Oiir 
defence, and make us to know and feel, that there is no other name 
given unto men, in whom, and through whom, we may receive 
itrength and falvation, but only the name of eur Lord Fefus Chrif.” 





Arr. XVII. 4 View of the Nature and Defign of Public 
Fafts ; occafioned by Peter Pindar’s Satire on Fafis, in a 
Sermon delivered at Afh, the 7th of March, 1798; with 
Additions. By N. Nifbett, A. M. Margate ; printed 
at the Thanet Prefs, and fold by J. Warren: fold alfo 
by F. Rivington, St. Paul’s Church-yard, and C. Dilly, 
in the Poultry, London, Price 1s. Pp. 29. 


\ X YE give this writer the fulleft credit for his good inten- 
tions, but we cannot equally commend his judge- 
ment in degrading the dignity of the pulpit, by noticing the 
indecent fcoffs, and rene blafphemies, of fuch a a“ as 
a Cter 
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‘Peter Pindar, whofe coarfe ribaldry and proftituted pen have 
Jong fince configned him to the contempt and execration of 
every good fubjeét and fincere Chriftian. As one of the moft 
favourable fpecimens of Mr. Nifbett’s ftyle, we fhall prefent 
our readers with the concluding paffage of this fermon :— 


** No pefiod,’’ fays he, * of our hiftory ever called for more 
virtuous fortitude, or for greater facrifices, to preferve our exiftence 
as a nation, and to form an effectual barrier againft a foe whofe fuc- 
ceffes have been unparalleled, and whofe ambition is unbounded, 
The prize that our enemies would gain by the conqueft of this country 
is too dazzling for us to entertain a doubt of their making every 
exertion to obtain it. As therefore our danger is great, and the ftake 
[which] we have to loofe [/o/] immenfe, let the energies of our 
character, as Britons, be difplayed ; let us remember we are con- 
tending, pro aris et focis, tor all that is valuable to ys as men and 

lans.’? 





Arr. XVIII. ‘ Ignorance produdtive of Atheifm, Faétion, 
and Superftition 3” A Sermon, preached before the Uni- 
werfity of Cambridge, on Commencement Sunday, Fuly 1, 
1798. By Thomas Rennell, D. D. late Fellow of 

ing’s College, and Mafter of the Temple. (Printed by 
the fpecial Defire of the Vice-Chancellor and Heads 
of Colleges.) 8yo, Pp. 56, Price 1s. Rivingtons, 
London. © 1798. Es 


par learned divine juftiy queftions that claim to pre- 
eminence which modern philofophers arrogate to them- 
felves over their predeceflors, though, at the fame time, 
<< extremely aware that ftrong exception will be made to a 
ftatement which reprefents any deficiency in wifdom, in an 
age called knowing and enlightened beyond all former 
example.”’ Such, indeed, is the language of the French 
{chool, and their difciples in England. Thefe oe conceal 
their ignorance by the brazen front of arrogance, defpife the 
learning of their forefathers becaufe unacquainted with their 
Jabours and exertions; and the petulant frippery of a cox- 
comb, in the opinion of the generality of the world, triumphs 
over the found information of the modeft fcholar, who, the 
gre his abilities or acquifitions may be, the more fully is 

¢ convinced that his nowledge, coenpenst sey confifts “in 
knowing nothing.” But as, in the words of the text, « Ady 


people are deftreyed for lack of knowledge,” it is proper ta 
enquire whether the fpecies of knowledge in which philofo- 
philts pride themfelves in excelling is referred to by the 

: Prophet? 

















Renneli’s Commencement Sermon. 


69 


Prophet? Doubtlefs, an acquaintance with chymiftry, mine 
salogy, the mechanical arts, or fpeculative fciences, occurred 
not to the mind of this writer, when perufing the pailage ; 
for thefe conftitute ‘* feience, falfely fo called.”” An atheift 
may be a proficient in fuch literature, yet be deffroyed for his 

refumption, and wilful ignorance of the Almighty Creator, 

he knowledge that Hosea alludes to, is not merely a know- 
ledge of God with the Deift, ‘‘ that he is,” but that he is a 
rewarder of the righteous, and a punifher of the wicked ; and 
practical irkooes habits, refulting from fuch knowledge, can 
alone prevent the deftruction of the people. This knowledge 
is RIGHTEOUSNESS, in our mother-tongue right-wi/e-ne/s, a 
right-wife life; this knowledge is wisDOM, wife-doom, or 
wife judgement, who holds ‘* length of days in her right hand, 
and, in her left hand, riches and honour ; her ways are ways 
of pleafantnefs, and all her paths are peace.” In fuch know~ 
ledge, our good old divines excelled, and, as this able {cholar 
proceeds :— 


‘© In compafs and command of language, in fimplicity and energy 
of diction, in orderly and comprehenfive thought, in profoundnefs of 
learning, and in the detail of accurate and patient inveltigation, I 
cannot help thinking that we fhould be unwife in cuntefting the fupe- 
riority. But it is more to my purpofe to mark thofe intelle¢tual 
habits which interfere with the cultivation of that knowledge which 
directs, fuperintends, and fanctifies every portion of wifdom we can 
acquire. The language of the ancient Theology of the Englith 
Church is, that * ‘ we are capable of God both by Underftanding 
and by Will; by Underftanding, as he is that fovereign truth which 
comprehends the rich treafures of all wifdom ; by Will, as he is that 
fea of goodnefs whereof whofo tafteth fhall thirft no more.’ With 
Juch principles of wifdom predominating in their intellect, and reign- 
ing in their affections, did our predeceffors in thefe feats of learning, 
for a long courfe of time fubfequent to the Reformation, proceed 
in their literary career, Whatever was. the region of fcience which 
they explored, whatever branch of learning they cultivated, they 
fteadily kept in view the great fource of every good and perfect gift, 
in whom, by whom, throygh whom, for whom, are all things, Not 
only in treatifes where Theology was the profeffed objet, was divine 
knowledge diffufed, but in thofe where the cenneétion was lefs vifible 
and diredt The divine adminiftration was perpetually pointed to by 
the hiftorian ; the paffions of men confidered as mean and fubordinate 
inftruments to the fteady difpenfation of juftice or mercy, of reward 
or punifhment, to communities of men either acknowledging the hand 
of the Almighty, or prefumptuoufly oppofing his conta and com- 
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mands. In examining the moral fyftem of man, and his powers, 
inclinations, and habits in the attainments of happinefs, [religion was 
confidered as the polar ftar of morality. Still more in Natural Philo- 
fophy was the finger of God, whether in his outward ftructure, the 
Jaws of the material world, and the motions of the heavenly bodies 
perpetually pointed out and defignated. Every work was in fome 
meafure a fchool of divine knowledge ; and yet no man alive will, if 
converfant in the works of thefe men, prefume to fay that their efforts 
were cramped or confined by their piety. Was the political fagacity 
of a Hooker the lefs confpicuous for the perpetual eagernefs he ex- 
refled to found every maxim, and the foundnefs of all regimen, on 
the love and admiration of Almighty God? Was the wifdom of a 
Bacon, in difcerning the provinces, in marking the limits, and in 
pointing to the advancement of moral and fcientific truth, the lefs 
fublime for his reverential awe of the Deity, and his zealous and 
orthodox profeflien of the faith of Chrift, in all the magnanimous 
humility of Chriftian abafement ? Is the hiftory of a Clarendon lefs 
grave, {plendid, inftructive, and dignified, for that fpirit of conftant 
piety which pervades and upholds every fentiment and refleétion? Are 
the refearches of thefe men /e/s profound, their intellect /e/s pene- 
trating, their knowledge /-/s exuberant, their genius /e/s lighted, and 
their eloquence /¢/s enflamed, than that of thofe who are now employed 
in the fame provinces of learning and fcience ? Be this as it may--- 
certain is it, that the channels by which the knowledge of religion 
was communicated are neither fo numerous nor abundant as in the 
days of our fathers ; and rarely is it indeed that, except in works 
dire€lly treating of Theology, any pious reference, even when the 
fubjeét moft points to it, is made to the difpenfations and moral go- 
vernment of Almighty God. In a variety of caufes will this be 
traced ; in none more than in Pride, or in its abortion, Vanity.” 


From fuch fpecimen the reader muft neceflarily entertain 
the higheft opinion of Dr. Rennell’s fermon, printed at the 
requeft of the Univerfity of Cambridge. It is a manly, fea- 
fonable, and vigorous production; and the notes annexed to 
it difplay great learning and judgement. ‘The preacher is a 
found defender of proteftantifm againft the fupremacy of the 
church of Rome ; but, in his deteftation of popery, he afcribes 
the rebellion in Ireland not fo much to its primary, as its 
fecondary, caufe, the fuperftition of its inhabitants. Surely, 
the late commotions in that unhappy country originated 
amongft the confpirators at Paris, the enemies of all religions, 
order, and government, apoftates to their God, and mur- 
derers of their King. Thefe artful Jacobins, indeed, took 
advantage of every prejudice in every country to forward their 
defigns, fomented the jealoufies of all parties hoftile to the 
seligious or civil eftablithment of a nation, and had its pref- 


byterian illumines for the diflenters of Belfaft, equally —_ 
the 
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the popifh deceiver for the ignorant Roman Catholics. If 
Arians, Socinians, or Unitarians, had been as numerous as 
the Papifts, they would, probably, have equally coalefced 
with the French fraternizers, who always, indeed, meet 
with lefs obftacles to their purpofes in thefe defcriptions of 
men, than in the profelfors of the found, fcriptural, and 
loyal religion of the eltablifhed Church. This is not the 
eriod to encreafe the political power, or, in their cant, poli- 
tical liberty, of perfons naturally difaffected! it is not the 
time for Catholic Emancipation, that is, the deftruCtion of 
the Ecclefiaftical Eftablifhment of Ireland; it is not the xra 
for repealing the Teft or Corporation Aéts, or placing the 
teacher of aconventicle, on an equality with a clergyman of 
the Church of England or Ireland. But, viewing all thele 
characters with a fufpicious eye, and carefully watching all 
their proceedings, we yet regard an enlightened Catholic as a 
better Chriftian than the Unitarians, Prieftley and Belfham, 
look upon the expatriated priefts of France with complacency 
and pity, and think their religion a bleifing to the univerfe, 
when compared with the theophilanthropifm, atheifm, and 
immorality, of French philofophy. 
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Art. I. Remarks on tie Condu& of Oppofition, during the 
prefent Parliament. By Geoffrey Mowbray, Efq. Pp. 117 
Price 2s. 6d. Wright, 1798. 


Rasen work before us affumes an epiftolary form, but is 
not fubfcribed with the name mentioned in the title-page, 
which we underftand to be fictitious. Whatever the author’s 
name be, it deferves not to remain in obfcurity, as his pro- 
duction, in point of principle, fentiment, and rcafoning, 
fhews him to be a loyal and patriotic fubjeét, and an able 
Writer. 

He confiders the conduét of the Oppofition, whom he ftyles 
the New Whigs, firft, generally, in their feceflion from Par- 
liament, in their declarations and condu& at tavern meetings, 
on different occafions, but particularly thofe of the Whig 
Club. He repeats oppofition accounts of the ftate of the 
country, and demonftrates that, were thefe true, the obliga- 
tion would only be the ftronger on patriot ftatef{men to admi- 
nifler to its relief; that the weaker, or more wicked, they 
reprefent 
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reprefent the prefent fervants of his Majefty, the more it is 
their duty to exert their talents and virtue, to leffen the evils 
refulting from that weaknefs and wickednefs. The reafons 
affigned by them, in announcing their intention, the writer 
fhews were much more hurtful than the meafure itfelf which . 
they had in contemplation.— 


«¢ They declared that our reprefentative fyftem is effete, rotten, 
and inadequate to the functions of a free government; thar the fenti- 
ments of the country have no weight in the Commons’ Houfe of Par- 
liament; all conftitutional controul is funk, and fwallowed up in 
minifterial influence. The meafures of a profligate adminiftration 
are voted in a mood of rath and unmerited confidence, while the falu- 
tary counfels of upright ftatefmen are rejected with difdain.”’ Pp. 2, 3. 


Were this account true as it is falfe and wicked, the plain 
inference would be overturn the prefent Conftitution of the Houfe 
of Commons. The writer fhews the falfehood of .their affer- 
tion, that the prefent Houfe of Commons do not fpeak the 
fentiments of their conftituents. Notwithftanding the zealous 
efforts of oppofition to procure addreffes for the removal of 
his Majefty’s Minifters, in moft counties, they did not ven- 
ture to call a meeting of the people, well aflured that their 

ropofition would be negatived: in many, where they did 
oard the attempt, they were out-voted. But even if the 
Houfe of Commons were as imperfect as they reprefent, that 
was no reafun for members of the Houfe of Peers to defert 
their duty. The writer next comes to the Whig Club, and 
often, juitly, and ftrongly, as the proceedings of thofe meet- 
ings have been expeted we have never feen them handled 
with more ability than in the prefent performance. After 
fome obfervations on the leading members of that fociety he 
gives the following defcription of the herd :— 


«€ Thefe laft are an ill-forted gang, fuch as are readily picked up 
in a large and corrupted city ; a mob of writers for public prints; of 
politicians without knowledge; of lawyers without bufinefs; of 
men of fafhion without fortune; and of tradefmen without employ- 
ment. Moft of them in the jaws of bankruptcy andruin. All of 
them at war with the wholefome reftraints and fober demeanour of a 
well-ordered government. Men who turn the reftlefinefs of their own 
minds, and the melancholy pes 2 of their own faults, into a 
charge of high mifdemeanour, and crime againft the miniftry ; whofe 
difcontents do not arife from any general grievance, but have their 
fource in a want of induftry to increafe their means to the capacious 
fize of their appetites; or of fortitude to reduce their appetites 
within the narrow compafs of their means.’’ Pp. 18, 19. 


We think the author, accurate and eloquent as his defcrip- 
tion of the Whig Club is, overlooks one fertile i of 
ROW N- 
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Crown-ANnD-AncHor Wuics; that is, the vanity of 
weak, ignorant, and infignificant men, who become members 
of the Whig Club to have an opportunity of repeating the 
names of men of genius, parrotting their common-place 
obfervations, mangling what is new, becaufe they were too 
dull to underftand it; flattering themfelves, when they return 
to the circles of their neighbours, that thefe will impute to» 
them fome of the brilliancy and force of their occafional 
affociates ; as if any man of fenfe would believe ignorance 
and weaknefs to be one whit lefs ignorance and weaknefs 
becaufe it happened to fit at the fame table with Sheridan and 
Fox. This filly love of diftin@ion, by perfons who have 
neither talents nor virtue to attain it by any thing really praife- 
worthy, we have reafon to believe, frequently recruits the 
Whig Club; as our author may be, probably, convinced, on 
extending his enquiries. 

Having difculfed the general condu& of oppofition he 
enters into a more particular enquiry, and examines three 
points at iffue between them and miniftry: r1ft.-The conduct 
to be obferved towards Ireland ; 2d. ‘The fubjeét of the Peace; 
and 3d. The prefent fyftem of Taxation. On the. firft of 
thefe queftions he fhews himfelf thoroughly acquainted with 
the ftate of Ireland, civil and religious, previous to the trea- 
fonable defigns of the United Irifhmen; inveftigates the 
caufes, and marks the rife and progrefs, of difaffection, jufti- 
fies the meafures of Government to reprefs it, and reprobates 
the fpeeches and condu& of oppofition, as fomenting and 
cherithing a fpirit leading to infurre€tion and rebellion; con- 
tends that the extenfion of Catholic privileges was a mere 
pretext, and that the United Irifhmen had really entered into 
terms with France; an inference highly probable from cir- 
cumftances then known, but now confirmed by the teftimony 
of the principal confpirators before the Secret Committee. 
He proves that the New Whigs (whether intentionally or not 
they beft know hitherto) a&tually increafed the difaffe€tion, 
and encouraged the hopes of the United [rifhmen. In con- 
fidering the fecond point, the negociation, he manifefts a 
complete knowledge of the fubjeét; and, although much 
novelty is not to be expected on a topic fo often examined, 
there are many ingenious remarks on the conduct of oppo- | 
fition leaders refpeting its failure. In confidering the pre- 
fent fyftem of taxation, he, with great ability, expofes the 
financial ignorance of Lord Lauderdale ; although he allows 
his Lordfhip to poffefs much acutenefs and ingenuity, yet he 
proves his eilcolations to be entirely erroneous, and, confe- 
quently, his conclufions from them falfe. With a véry ftrong 
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and feafonable exhortation to his countrymen not to admit, 

without examination, the injurious ftatements of the New 

Weias, he finifhes his pamphlet with the following juft 
ions :— 


«Mok affuredly, our fituation is not deftitute of danger, when the 
efforts of the country are oppofed and thwarted by fuch men. 
Neither is it to be concealed that we cannot hope for fuccefs againft our 

tural enemy without confiderable falf-denial on the part of the rich. 
it what country has_purchafed glory and advantage at an inferior 
price? When wP fight for our domeftic liberties, for our foreign 
independence, and for our commercial rights; when we rife up to - 
protect Europe frohi anarchy, barbarifin, and final fubjugation, the 
object is worthy of the effort, and the refiilt is in the hands of God. 
If we fall in fuch a conteft, we fall as becomes a noble people, leav- 
ing an example to our pofterity which may excite them to avehge us. 
“© IT know, my dear friend, you agree with mie in thinking that 
there is but little probability of fuch a melancholy event. Alone, 
and unaffifted, our native ftrength i$ more than fufficient to enfure us 
final fuccefs. But courage and magnanimity have never failed to 
rocure allies. A very fhort refiftarice muft rally Europe round our 
andard. ‘Thofe powers, which are ftill independent, cannot long 
endure the contemptuous violation of their rights, the reftlefs {pirit, 
the overbearing haughtinefs, and the ambitious plans of the. French 
Republic. Her enormons exactions from her allies, and her newly- 
acquired dominions, have fown the feeds of refiftance, difcontent, and 
infurrection. It does not require much fagacity to forefee that a 
ftorm is now gathering which muft ultimatcly burft upon her.’ 
Pp. 116, 117. 


We are happy to hear that a work of fo falutary a tendency 
has had great circulation, and we doubt not that every fenfible, 
impartial, and conftitutional gentleman, who has read it, 
Will join with us in praifing its obje€& and execution, and 
recommending its perufal to all the friends of this country. 

_ The Analytical Reviewers are lefs violent in their attack 
on this than on many other conftitutional performances. 
But, to make up for their moderation on the fubje@ in 

ueftion, they are very violent on a po oe not in queftion— 
the conduct of the Government towards Ireland. But hear | 
the /ate worthies themfelves.—‘* Eet it be remembered, that _ 
there was a time, during our ftruggle with America, in which 
a change of minittry would have reconciled the Americans to 
us, and preferved the union of the parent and the children. 
We fpared the miniftry, and loft the ‘colonies; we tay now 
fpare the miniftry, and fofe Ireland. Verbum fat.” 

A very common fophiftry, among Jacobins, is the affimi- 
lation of the American revolution with that of France, and 
others 
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others which French principles have produced, or been likely 
to produce. We are far trom imputing this doctrine alto- 
gether to the depraved wills of Jacobins; we attribute it, 
partly, to’ the imbecillity of their underftandings. Minds 
capable of inveftigating principles would find that the 
American revolution arofe chiefly from f{pecial caufes: in the 
firft place, repugnance to innovations refpecting revenue; 
f{econdly, indecifion and flu@tuation in our counfels; thirdly, 
want of vigour in the execution of minifterial plans. Inthe 
Americans, there was nothing inimical to religion, to the 
rights of property, to focial order ; there was no refemblance 
to French or Irifh Jacobinifm. In the Britifh counfels and 
condué there was neither the vigour, the decifion, nor the 
wifdom, of the prefent government. The affertion of re- 
femblance is, therefore, Eite, and the inference drawn from 
it abfurd. . 





Art. If. 4n Oblique View of the Grand Confpiracy againft 
Social Order, 8c. 


(Continued from ¥. 692, VOL. 1.) 


W * now refume our extra&ts from this co-operator in 
the falutary tafk of expofing, fo public indignation, 
the malignant efforts of Jacobinical Critics. His remarks on 
the Analytical Review—now configned to a revolutionary ftate 
of eternal fleep—are thus continued :— | 


“ We find alfo, in the fame volume, a curious extract from Dr. 
Kippis’ Faft Sermon,—inferted probably with the fame defign, as the 
extracts already quoted,—which, in many points of view, merits once 
more the public attention. ‘ From what has been faid (obferves 
the Doétor) the difturbers of the world (meaning evidently, as ap- 
pears by the fequel, the conduttors of all the eftablifhed governments 
in Europe, but efpecially, Emperors and Kings,) might fee that they 
cannot effeCtually fight againft God. I fay they might fee this ; but 
that they will not, in fact, attend to fo important a truth, is much to 
be apprehended. ‘They will probably puth forwards their impious 
projects, (to cruje the confpiracy we are tracing,) but if they obtti- 
nately perfitt in their injuftice and their iniquity, let them remember 
that their attempts fooner or later be confounded.* While they 
are eagerly ftriving to cruth the interefts of mankind they /4a/? in the 
¢onclufion contribute to their efablioment and increafe. It is not to 
be expected that the voice of preachers fhould be regarded amidft the 








* «© Dr, Pr—ftley has likewife told us THAT A TRAIN Is LAID.” 
Lz madnefs 
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madnefs of ambition, and the rage of war: but if we could be heard 
we would fay, as loudly as poflible, be wife, ob / ye governors, be 
inftruéted ob / ye warriors of the earth, know that with your utmoft 
efforts you cannot finally triumph over the caufe of honour, rectitude, 
and religion.’ Meaning, reader, the infernal confpiracy againft 
Jfocial order, the prominent features of which are now completely 
before us all, This is modeftiy termed a very judicious difcourfe by 
the Revtewer, probably the very fame gentleman that wrote it.—— 
», #€ One more inftance I will adduce, tha: we may fully convict this 
Review, of ‘Treafon, from the mouth at leaft of three witnefles, and 
the Jaft fhall be a female, after which I fhall confign it to the nation, 
that its demerits may be fairly appreciated. * We muft get rid, (fays 
Mrs. Wollftoneoraft,) of all the notions drawn from the wild tra- 
ditions of original fin, the eating of the apple, the theft of Prome- 
theus, the opening of Pandora’s box, and other faé/es too tedious to 
enumerate, on which priefts have ereéted their tremendous ftru¢tures 
of impofitions, to perfuade us that we are naturally inclined to evil, 
“ * * * ® * * * * * 
© : ’ 34 od . one principle of action is fuffi- 
cient, ‘ refpect thyfelf,’ (bere we fee the whole drift of the confpi- 
racy, with re/pe@ to religion, now let us fee what is to be done with 
the fiate.) It is not paradoxical to aflert that the facial virtues are 
mipt in the bud by the very laws of fociety, (this expreffion is decifive, 

x ~ > * 


det us. however examine a fenw more,) * 
. | ‘ * r ~ -_ i * * * * 
thus much appears certain, that a ftate will infallibly grow old and 
feeble, if Aereditary riches fupport hereditary rank, under any 
deJeription, but when covris, at primogeniture are done away; and 
fimple and equal laws are eftablifhed, what is to prevent each genes 
ration from retaining the vigour of youth ?” 
‘¢ In contemplating the French revolution (fay the Reviewers, in 
their critique upon this brutal publication) it is not eafy to dilate the 
sind to a full conception of the magnitude of the event. Narroaw 
sntelle@s incapable of embracing the whole extent of the /ubjed, 
(meaning evidently the whole extent of the con/piracy,) are loit amidft 
a confated mafs of fatts, rifing in fucceffion with unexampled rapidity. 
Feeble minds, borne away by the inftin@ive impreffion of the moment, 
are overpowered with horror, at the barbarities which bave black.. 
ened the feene; and while they ought to think deeply, can only figh 
and lament, 'Yhe felfith and bigotted—two pretty numerous clafles 
-—can only fix their eyes upon thofe points of the pafling {cene, 
which excite alarm for the fatety of the ancient, /plendid, and Jucra. 
tive fyftem of /uperflition and tyranny. It is not from. fuch 
Speftators that the world is to ae that comprebenfive Jurvey of 
¢ recent events of France, which can alone lead to a juft eftimate 
of the prefent interefts of neighbouring nations ; or to a judicious 
accommodation of their public meafures, tO the circumftances of the 
gimes, Such enlarged views and wife conclufions, can only be the 
refult of a diligent and accugate examination of fatts; carried on 
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under the direétion of a /:uxd judgement well exercifed in the opera. 
tion of tracing back effects to their caufes ; an enlightened under- 
ftanding, amply fupplied with correct ideas* on the principles of 

licy and morals ; and a liberal fpirit, unconfined by national pre. 
judices, and warmed by the tteady flame of univerfal philanthropy, 
Furnifoed with thefe qualifications for the undertaking, in a degree, 
which, in a woman may appear to male vanity highly aftonifhing, 
Mrs, Wollftonecraft has begun an ‘* Hiftorical and Moral View of 
the French Revolution,’’ which from the prefent /pecimen of the 
work, will, we have no doubt, attra¢t the admiration of the critic 
and command the ferious attention of the moralift and itatefman, As 
a production of genius, it has an energy of diction, and a richnefs 
of imagery, which in a work on a lefs important fubject might be en. 
titled to the firft praife, But its chief excellence, which will doubt- 
lefs recommend it to the diligent perufal of all who intereft themfelvos 
in public tranfactions, is, that it difcuffes the fubjet with a degree 
of impartiality, {carcely at prefent to be expected, with a /olidity and 
depth of thought, which, notwithftanding the odium that has of late 
fallen upon philofophy, we will ventute to call truly philofophical, 
and which will not fail to render the-work highly ufeful in promoting 
the moft important interefts of human fociety’’+—or, in other words, 
the Granp ConsPIRACY AGAINST SOCIAL Orbe, and every thing 
seally dear to man,”’ 


CRITICAL REVIEW. 


«¢ T threw out an intimation at an early part of this inquiry, ¢ that 
the Critical Review’s affected oppofition to Socinian principles might 
poflibly be adopted to give a lefs fufpetted and therefore a more exten- 
five influence to its political reafonings ; and in the following extratts 
may be found fome exiftent grounds for this fuppofition. ‘ We con. 
gratulate Mr. Simeon on his mode of analyfing a fermon, which we 
doubt not will in due time lead him to found knowledge. He will 
by degrees examine more accurately every pofition, and he will not, 





* « The critic has treated us farther with the following fpecimens 
of pistinct and correct 1DBAS from this lady’s produttion, ¢ per- 
haps the great advantage of eloquence, is that impreffing the refults 
of thinking on minds alive only to emotion, it gives wings to. the 
flow foot of reafon, and fire to the cold labours of inveltigation;’ 
and again, ‘ neverthelefs in treating with the nobles, the angles 
of pride, which time alone could have {moothed filently away, were 
perhaps too rudely knocked off, for the folly of diftinétions was 
rapidly wearing itfelf out, and would probably have melted gradual 
before the rational opinions that {were continually gaining peinic. f 
fructifying the foil as they diffolved, inftead of which it was drifted 
by a hurricane to fpread deftruction around as it fell,’——_-The reader 
will probably fee nothing but bombaft in all this,” 

. +t * Analytical Review, Vol, XX, P, 3390” 
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fome few years hence, {peak fo pofitively, and upon fuch weak grounds, 
on eternal damnation, as he has done in the fkeleton of this difcourfe.’* 
1 think this not the language of a Review zealous for the peculiar, 
the difcriminating doétrines of chriftianity ; and it is rather impro- 
bable that fo profeffed an infidel as Pr—ftley thould be held up in 
fuch partial language as the following, by a periodical publication, 
really inimical to his principles, either political or religious. ‘ Every 
liberal and humane mind, to whatever political party it may incline, 
will rejoice that the author of this work has found an afylum abroad ;+ 
and every chriftian of whatcver denomination, will be pleafed to fee 
that, flill zealous for the can/e of religion, Dr. Pr—filey refilts the 
attacks of the infidels on the other fide of the Atlantic.’ 

“Tt appears perfectly natural for me, in confequence of this ob. 
vious partiality, toendeavour, in the courfe of our prefent enquiry, 
to trace out a family likenefs betwixt our Review, and this ill-fated 
Doétor, for if this fhould happen to be particularly ftriking, shall I 
naturally confider my work, as far as it relates to the Critical Re- 
view, nearly upon the finifh. In part the third of this publication, 
for the year 1794, P. 546, we are favoured with this manly, fen. 
fible extraét, from a book, intitled, ‘ The Life and Crimes of the 
Duke of Orleans ;’ and with the confequent illiberal critique upon it, 
“ Always when we hear declamation againft the pretended delpotifis 
which reigned in France, we cannot help fmiling ; and this {mile is 
net that of Democritus, but the exhalation of a croud of fentiments 





_ and ideas which appertain to reafon, to experience, and to the 


knowledge of the human heaat.—Will they fay that the form of go- 
vernment eftablifhed in France, and fubfifting for fo many ages, was 
defpotic ?-——Did the fovereign enjoy arbritary power ?.—Were there 
not laws to which he himfelf owed the firft fubmiffion ; and which he 
could not violate? This principle being eftablifhed it is evident, that 
if the laws were fometimes violated by the delegates of authority, it 
is not the form of government which is in the fault ; and that, confe- 
quently, there was no occafion todeftroy the form in order to prevent 
violations. Why then fap fundamental bafes which even guarded 
againft defpotifm ; and on which the French Empire repofed, and 
flourifhed fo long? ‘The abufes alone fhould have been correéted and 
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* « Critical Review, ft, for 1797, P. 353.” 

+ © Critical sala rt if, a 797s ;: 47 .——Every 
humane mind, I fhould rather imagine, will think the Reviewers’ 
remark an illiberal libel upon the inhabitants of Birmingham, who 
would affuredly have continued to have increafed the Doétor’s fortune, 
already rendered handfome by their munificence, if the confcioufnefs 
of having contributed to the i inious death of his loyal but mif- 
taken neighbours had not funk the bully into a coward ; and fent him, 
with an evident degree of uneafinefs upon his confcience, into merited, 
though voluntary, ¢xile,”’ 
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agreed in this point. ‘The refponfibility of miniftets, a new order 
raft finances, 7 reforms diGteted by a wife and enlightened eco. 
nomy ; iti fine, the relief of the indigent clafs of people, which 
would indeed have been a natural confequence of thefe meafures ; 
fuch were the principal means which ought to have been employed; 
falutary and efficacious in their nature, the will of their fovereign 
would have rendered them permanent.’ 

“¢ So far this fenfible writer; we come now to the critique upon it. 
‘Pretty declamation, and worthy to be bound up with Cardon’s 
ironical Defence of Nero. It is well known that the nobles refufed 
to grant any proper reform ;* and were determined to preferve all the 
ancient abufes ; t and as nothing was granted, f every thing was taken. 
Such is the infatuating nature of power, that liberty is generally 
bought with blood. Charles the firft would, at lait, have granted 
all, but all would not be taken as a grant; for the vanquifhed can. 
not grant. May a beneficent Providence, amidft the progrefs of 
political experience, avert a repetition of fuch evils in this country, 
and may thofe ra/b men, who now treat meafures which are neceflary 
to the happy duration of our conftitution, as the smaginations of 
fedition, /earn to concede before an enlightened people, amongft whom 
liberty has always prevailed, at the laft pour an accumulated ma/fs of 
indignation upon their devoted heads.’ 

“‘ This, to a common reader, certainly founds like * George’s 
devoted head in a bafket,’? but we will now hear what the Dedor will 
fay upon fimilar fubjetts-——* Things are already in fuch a train,§ 
that though no man can forefee the particular time and manner of the 
change, in favour of Unitarianifm, we may be as certain of its 
taking place as if we py faw it accomplifhed, and, till things 
are perfectly ripe for fuch @ Revolution, it would be abfurd to expect 
it, and in vain to attempt it.’ 

‘* The Doétor’s political connexions are pretty well known; and, 
thefe afcertained, there feems now but little difficulty in knowing 
where to clafs the Review.” 


(To be continued.) 
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Art. III. Arthur Fitz-Albini. A Novel. (Concluded from 
P. 685. VOL. I.) 


N our laft number we exhibited fome extracts of profe 
from this novel; one {pecimen of poetical compofition, 
difplayed in thefe volumes, correfponds with the poet of 
Shakefpeare: ‘* the poet’s eye, in a fine phrenzy rolling, 
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from heaven to earth, from earth.to heaven ; and, as 

ination fhadows forth the form of things unfeen, gives 

to aerial nothing a local habitation, anda name.” ‘The fol- 

lowing lines were written in a kind of temporary madnefs, 

when Fitz-Albini ‘ faw, or thought he faw,” the Dzmons 

of Deftruétion already in the ac of feizing upon the feat of 
his ance{tors.— 


«© He feemed a long while loft in a dream ;—be farted, and looked 
to the diftant and indiftinct gate of the park ; he thought he faw a 
croud of figures entering it.—* Hark !’ he exclaimed : 

*¢ O hark! See Ruin enters! ‘By his fide, 
O view the gaunt relentlefs fiends that ride! 
See Peculation, and Perverted-Law, 
And bloated Wealth, whom hounds of Murder draw ; 
Extortion, mounted on the pamper’d fteed, 
Which the laft tears of ftarv’d Misfortune feed : 
And black Malignity, all dreft in fmiles ; 
And Avarice, ftriving to conceal his wiles: 
And yet an hundred harden’d imps behind, 
That feaft upon the forrows of mankind! 
Hark, they approach !——Ye fiends of Hell, away !... 
native ficlds, ye muft not be their prey ! 
Shades of. my fathers, which the circling Sun, 
Ass twice three centuries his courfe he run, 
Has feen, in fafety, o’er the faithful head 
Of the fame race, your ancient umbrage fpread ! 
Shall.cruel hands pollute your dark retreats ? 
Shall Infamy defile your facred feats ? 
Ye lawns, on which my happy childhood play’d, 
Ye paths, where firft my infant footfteps ftray’d; 
Ye boughs, which firft I twifted into bowers ; 
Ye primrofe-banks, where firft I pick’d your flowers ; 
Your long-lov’d charms fhall foreign mafters own? 
Shall foreign ears infult your flighted moan ? 
Along your filent copfes, and your dells, 
Shall puff’d-up Folly thake her cap of bells? 
Jn name of Tafte direct the axe’s ee 
Laugh at your fhrieks, and lay your glories low ? 
Ye towers, that long have rais’d aah, a fublime, 
. Firm and unthaken, ’mid the ftorms of. Time! 
Ye halls, that oft with echoing founds have rung, 
‘When the rude minftrels tales of heroes fung ; 
When Feaft, and Hofpitality, and roar 
OF Mirth went y the genial goblet o’er ; 
Where ftill the blazing hearth, at Chriftmas tide, 
The froft and fnow, and wind and rain defy’d ; 
‘And Eafe at loaded beards, the village crew, 
Still co their Lord in clofer union drew ! 
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Ye rooms, where poets nurs’d their golden dreams ; 
Where ftatefinen fram’d their country’s glorious fchemes ; 
Where wits their brilliant rays were wont to dart, 

And Beauty’s radiant forms to melt the heart! 

Shall the coarfe upftart wretch, who never knew 

A thought beyond the figur’d fpells, that drew 

The needy to Deftruétion’s net, difplay 

Within your facred walls, a fcoundrel’s prey ? 

New fentiments, new modes of life unfold, 

Corrupt with luxury, and blaft with gold?--- 

Great God of Mercy! fince it is a crime, 

To end this wretched life before its time ; 

If the dire fiends at yonder gate I view, 

Be not mad Fancy’s forms, but fhapes too truey 

O now dire& the pitying dart of }Yeath, 

And, in my native forefts, clofe my breath!’’ Pp. 163---66. 


This writer feels ftrongly, thinks ftrongly, and fatirizes, 
fometimes, with confiderable acrimony. His cenfures may 
be termed illiberal, but they are generally jult,— 


«© This bugbear name of illiberality has frightened us till we are 
to confound all diftinétions. The confequence is, that we are to fure 
render our underftandings, hood-winked, to thefe people as our 
maiters. Literature, genius, elevated fentiments, liberal profetlions, 
dre to be filent, and fhrink into infignificance, before trade and wealth, 
Wealth is now the fole god of our idolatry ; and trade is held in the 
higheft reverence, becaufe it brings us neareft to that felfith, infolent, 
immoral, corrupt, fenfual, blood-ftained, altar. Let but a fellow, 
who once wore a livery, come back from the Eaft with his big purfe 
pouring over with gold, even though the ftains of the blood through 
which he waded to it are vifible to every eye, and the fhricks of 
dying thoufands are yet ringing in every ear ;---let him throw open 
his fplendid apartments in Grofvenor Square, or Portland Place, and 
half the titles and rank in the kingdom will be feen flocking to his 
aflemblies, Exprefs your wonder-.-people itare with contempt in 
your face, as much as to fay, ‘ where have you lived? what foolith 
prejudices have you got into your head? The days of chivalry are 
over, Mt. Don Quixote!’ 

«© The days of chivalry ate over! But fome of the fentiments of 
chivalry fhall not be over with me; becaufe I believe them to be 
founded in virtue and cohfummiate wifdom !’’ Pp. 271---273, VOL. I. 


If Mrs, Bracey is a living chara&ter, and known in the 
fafhionable circles, (for we ate convinced that fuch fiends 
exift,) it is a difgrace for any moral or focial being to vifit the 
routes of malignant envy, foul afperfion, and affaffinating 
defamation. 

The cataftrophe is melancholy, and thefe refleétions are: 
concluded with the following juft obfervations i— 
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*¢ Ye moralifts, miflead us not by the dottrine, that virtue always 
meets its reward, and vice its punifhment in this world! It is to a 
future exiftence that we muft look for a due retribution of our con- 
duct ! 

«¢ Mrs. Bracey yet lives in the enjoyment of all worldly advan- 
tages ; while beings fuch as Fitz-Albini and Mifs St. Leger are 
depofited in their graves:—and the immenfe united fortunes of 
Dallington and Orlingham have fallen, by the courfe of inherirance, 
on Captain Fiez-Albini, of the Guards; who, without the talents or 
the virtues of his coufin, ard already in pofleflion of a competence 
for the {phere in Tife for which his flender abilities fiited him, 1s now 
rolling in fuperfluous wealth, and honours which render his contemp- 
tible ambition the more confpicuous.”” Pp. 259, 260, VOL. 11. 


The writer who extracts fuch a paflage as the fubfequent 
from Burke—{ Reflections on French Revolution, Pp. 112, 113.) 


“The age of chivalry is gone——That of fophifters, ccconomitts, 

and calculators, has fucceeded ; and the glory of Europe is extin- 
guithed for ever. Never, never more, thall we behold that generous 
loyalty to rank and fex, that proud fubmiffion, that dignified obe- 
dience, that fubordination of the heart, which kept alive, even in 
fervitude itfelf,; the f{pirit of an exalted freedom. The unbought 
grace of life, the cheap defence of nations, the nurfe of manly fen- 
timent and heroic enterprize, is gone! It is gone—that fenfibility 
of principle, that chaftity of honour, which felt a ftain like a wound, 
which infpired courage, while it mitigated ferocity ; which ennobled 
whatever it touched, and under which vice irfelf alfo loft half its 
evil, by lofing all its groffnefs.”” Pp. 274, 275. 
—and declares it to be *‘ one of the moft beautiful of a work 
which, not only in eloquence but in wifdom, ftands, per- 
haps, as high as mere human abilities ever produced,”— 
was not likely to experience much juftice or mercy from 
the Analytical, nor candour from the Monthly, Reviewers. 
The former /ame the author for ‘‘ bending neither to cuftom 
nor to fafhion ;” we app/aud him for not adopting abfurd nor 
immoral cuftoms, nor conforming to the hypocritical fyftem 
of a Chefterficld, the fawning, cringing, {miling fripperies 
of a petit-maitre, the gefticulations, grins, and cant-words of 
ignorant fops, nor the grimaces of a monkey. A fuperior 
mind acts from the impulfe of the foul: the “ fuavity of man- 
ners and graceful conformity,” recommended by thefe gentle- 
men, are beit calculated for a perfon who ad?s a part, and wifhes 
to conceal the fentiments of his heart, or difguife his reat 
feelings. Such are ‘‘ the fummer friend, the flattering foe.” 

‘The Monthly Review {lates that ‘ it reprefents lottinefs of 
fentiment, and difintereflednefs of character, as exclufively 
allotted to the high born.” This is never ailerted nor infinu- 
ated, as we belicve. ‘The high-born Captain Fitz-Albini is 
without 
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without talents and virtues, and Dr. Carver pofleffes a digni- 
fied mind, and an amiable heart, The noble and affluent 
may, with greater probability, be diftinguifhed by elevated 
ideas, than the low or the poor, becaufe their education is in 
general more liberal, though, as the author obferves, “ to 
antiquity and luftre of defcent both underftanding and virtue 
are often wanting.” 

The Analytic al Review ftates :—*‘ Our author, upon the 
whole, evinces in his performance fome powers of thinking, 
though he appears to have confidered objects through a partial 
or imperfect medium, and refle&ts them with little intereft or 
imagination ;” the Monthly—‘* Thefe volumes certainly merit 
perufal, and are evidently the productions of no common 
writer.” In the laft obfervation we /fu//y concur, and we 
recommend Fitz-Albini not only as a novel, but as a work of 
claffical, elegance, and pure morality ; as a work calculated to 
warn the unexperienced againtt the malignant villainy of anc- 
nymous letter-writers, and to ftrengthen ‘the mind again{t the 
fatal indulgence of refined fenfibility. 





a 


Art. 1V. Boucher’s Vrew of the Caufes and Confequences of 
the American Revolution. 


(Concluded from v. 678, VOL. 4.) 


HE anxiety of the Critical Reviewers to difpofe of this 

work by the previous quettion, or (which 1 is nearly the 
fame thing,) by reprefenting it as containing “ an unpleafing 
combination of politics and theology ,”’ might, perhaps, induce 
the public to fufpect that it is calculated to render eflential 
fervice to that caufe again{ft which thefe critics have fet them- 
felvesin battle array: fuch an inference would, no doubt, be 
well founded. But, inftead of relying on this prefumptive 
kind of evidenee, {trong as it is, and {till lefs on the general 
opinion which we expreffed in our laft number, we think it 
our duty to affift our readers in forming their own judgement 
of a work which we ftrenuoufly recommend to their perufal. 

In a very copious, well-reafoned, and_inftructive preface, 
Mr. Boucher juftly obferves, that ‘ of the American revolt no 
hiftory has yet been compiled by any writer of eminence ; 
and he feelingly laments that this deficiency was not fupplied 
from official ‘* documents” by the noble Secretary of the 
American department, (Lord Sackville,) from whom he fays. 
“ the world was long encouraged to look for fuch a detail of 
the event in queftion, as, in point of authority, muft nave 
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been unrivalled.”” Nor is it an unreafonable furmife of the 
author, that the late Harl of Guildford fet his face againft 
fuch a publication, and that ‘* an injunétion of filence on all 
over whom he was fuppofed to have any influence, was an 
article exprefsly {tipulated for in the conditions of that my(te- 
rious Coalition, of which the true hiftory is, perhaps, but little 
known.”’-—* At fome future period,” the author continues, 
‘« 4 diligent colle€tor of recondite hiftory, it is poffible, may 
arife, and find materials for memoirs of the fecret tranfaCtions 
of the adminiftration of Lord North; and it may then be 
known why, and how America was loft, and what the mo- 
tives were which induced fo wife and good a man as Lord 
North confeffedly was, to fubmit to bear all the blame of it.” 

Whenever a hiftory of the American rebellion fhall be un- 
dertaken by a writer competent to the tafk, the prefent pub- 
lication will be found of confiderable utility. It is, indeed, 
partly with that view that it is brought forward. ‘This the 
author with great modefty avows :— 


«¢ "To affift (as far as fo obfcure a perfon, and one of fuch humble 
pretences, can hope to aflift,) future enquirers in this arduous invetti- 
gation, this volume of fermons is now, with all due deference, fub- 
mitted to the public. Merely as fermons, or even political treatifes, 
in themfelves, and unconnected with the circumftances under which 
they were written, being the productions of a private clergyman, 
who began to think ferioufly on fuch fubje&ts only when he was called 
upon to write upon them, I am fenfible their claim to the public is 
flender. Had they not, however, feemed to myfelf, and to fome 
kind friends, to whom they have been fhown in MS, to contain fome 
information which has not elfewhere been noticed, but which may 
help to elucidate a difficult but important period of our hitlory, they 
would never have been drawn from that oblivion to which they had 
long been configned,’’ Preface, Pp, 22, 23. 


The evidence of fuch a man as Mr. Boucher is precifely 
that kind of teftimony which all difpaflionate and unbiaffed 
perfons, anxious only for the truth, would defire, to affift 
them in forming an adequate judgement upon the great 
queilion of the American revolt. The author was not only 
an eye-witnels of the origin and progrefs of that event, but 
he poffetied a knowledge both of Englifh and American poli- 
tics, and was, of courle, acquainied with the predifpofing 
and the operative caufes of the conteft between the mother- 
country and her colonies; and firm, nay, ftrenuous as he is 
with regard to principles, he is evidently impartial and free 
from prejudice in refpe& of perfons ; of which the dedication 
ot his work to the aaa who headed the American forces, 
is a {triking proof, .We confefs that, much as we admire 
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the recent condu@ of Mr Wat fhington, we cannot forget 
that he has ap eared in arms againf? his lawful Sovereign, 
Among the various kinds “of information which may be 
derived from a perufal of thefe difcourfes, Mr. b. mentions 
| the very important one, that ‘‘ the revolt, however unex- 
pected by, and unwelcome to, the great body ot the people, 
was no more than had been plannex d and refolved on by their 
leaders many years before it took place.” In proof of this 
'  affertion he reters his readers to an extract from a paper, 
. intitled, the American Whig, No. 5, which, he obferves, 
was a periodical paper, aimed at firft chiefly againtt Epifco- 
pacy, written altogether by diffente % and publifhed about 
: nine years before the rebellion took place. ‘The extract is as 
follows :— 
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« Courage, then, Americans! The finger of God points ovt a 
) mighty empire + your fons. We need not be difcouraged. The 
: angry cloud will foon be Sil verfed. The day dawns, in which this 

mighty empire is to be laid, by the eftal Jifhment of a regular Ame~ 
rican conftitution, All that has hitherto been done fecms to be 
| little, befides the collection of materials for the conftruction of the 
glorious fa ric. ’*Tis time to put them together. The transfer of 
the European part of the family is fo vat, and our growth fo f{wift, 
that, sh aie feven years roll over our beads, the firft ftone muft be 
laid. Peace or war, famine or plenty, poverty or affluence: in a 
| word, no circumi{tance, whether profperous or adverfe, can happen 
to our por ; Nay, 40 condul? of hers, whether w ife or imprudent 
---00 poffible temper of hers, whether kind or crofs-graimed.--will put 
a op to this building. There is no contending with Omnipotence ; 
and the predifpofitions are fo numerous and well-adapted to the rife 
of America, that our fuccefs is indubitable.’’ 


> 
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. To the above curious and important extradt Mr. B, fub- 
joins the following juft and pointed obfervations :— 


After this explicit avowal by one who was as deep in the counelie 
of the party, as he was a¢tive in promoting their meafures, are we 
ftill to be infulted with the incredulity of our patriots, who with to 
perfuade us, that fuch purpofes were but in the fecret thoughts of 
. {ome of their leaders,’* and who, with fuch evidence {taring them in 
the face, perfift to alledge, that America was driven and forced to 
serait by the oppreffive meafures of fome Minifters of the Crown of 

areat Britain !—lIll-fated Minifters ! doomed to ferve a country in 
“ thigh, when under your aufpices things go well, no praife accrues to 
you, whilft nothing can fhelter you trom the blame of every thing 
that is adverfe. Let America revolt, it is the fault of Minifters : ' 





@ ** Mr, Burke's Appgal to the New and the Old Whigs,” r. 37. 
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det France, in her phrenzy, declare war againft us, and carry it on 
by means more horrid than pofterity, if not fraternized by the French, 
will readily credit, that too is owing to the Cabinet of Great Britain: 
let the Loyalifts in France be encouraged, or our own Jacobins be 
difcouraged, it is all matter of blame to our Minifters: in fine, let 
Ireland be abfurd and rebellious ; or let our failors, infe€ted with the 
' infatuation of the times, be mutinous, and endanger the life-blood of 
the nation, Minifters—and Minifters only---deferve all the blame. 
“ Quis legem tulic? Ruilus. Quis majorem partem populi fuffragiis 
privavit? Rullus. Quis comitiis prefuit? Rullus. Quis tribus, 
quas voluit, vocavit, nullo cuftode fortitus ? Rullus. Quis decem. 
viros,. quos voluit, renuntiavit? Idem Rullus,”’ &c. Cicero, 
Vratio, 2da. pro Lege Agrari tae 


Alluding to the caufes which led to the revolt of the Ame- 
sican Colonies, Mr. B. very properly reckons among thofe 
eaufes, * that {pirit of republicanifm which overturned the 
con{titution of Great Britain in 1648, and a large portion of 
which was carried over to America by the fiuft puritan emi- 
grants.” P. 29. 

He quotes Mr. Mauduit to prove, that in all the American 
difturbance, the people of Maffachufet’s Bay took the lead, 
and inftigated the other Colonies to follow their example : 
and he obferves, that the firft fettlers of all the New England 
governments were in general Independents, and that a ma- 
jority of their defcendants are {till of the fame defcription. 
“Thefe people, according to Rapin, were, in their principles, 
“< as to religion, contrary to thofe of all the reft of the world ;’ 
and, ‘* with regard to the ftate, they abhorred Monarchy, 
and approved only a Republican government.” Liffory of 
England, 

it is thus, by tracing back events to remote caufes, and ta 
the operation of principles, which have, perhaps, becn appa- 
rently dormant for ages, though they were only watching for 
an opportunity to burft forth into action, that cither a juft or 
an ufeful idea can be formed of tranfactions, the moft inftruc- 
tive in the hiftory of the world. Superficial reafoners, as 
well as thofe who mean to deceive, go no higher than recent 
facts (and thofe facts they either mifunderftand or wilfully 
mifreprefent,) in accounting for fuch tranfaétions. To ex- 
plain the revolutions of France and America, they think it 
fufficient to allude to thofe occurrences which had, indeed, 2 
vilible operation, like that of the fun, in ripening the fruit, 
when it wanted nothing but maturity ; but they never trace 
back that fruit to the feed, in the folds of which its flamina 
lay concealed. In nations, as well as in individuals, prin- 
ciples are the main fprings of action ; every thing elfé that 

influences 
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‘nfluences human conduét is accidental, and takes its colour 
and direction from principles. In the two revolutions above 
alluded to, mankind have received the moft folemn warnings, 
inculcating the neceflity of watching the eftablifhment and the 
progrefs of principles ; and we think it our peculiar duty to 

romote a general acquaintance with thofe writers, who, like 
the one before us, endeavour to prevent the world trom lofing 
the benefit of fuch warnings. 

It is a painful tafk to us (and we doubt not it was fo to the 
author) to point out any defcription of men as objects of fuf- 
picion or cenfure, on account of the pernicious principles by 
which they have been hereditarily diftinguithed from generation 
to generation, but the allufion made by Mr. B. to the in- 
fluence of the puritanical fettlers in America, in preparing 
and producing the rebellion of the Britith Colonies, is valua- 

le, not only as it cafts a {trong light upon that event, but {till 
more, as it conduces to our future fafety, by pointing out the 
rock which experience has repeatedly proved to be fraught 
with the utmoft danger. The defcendants of the puritans are 
ftill found among us, in great numbers; they retain the fame 
principles which in England and in America have produced fo 
much difturbance ; they take care, by their offspring and their 
feminaries, to tranfmit thofe principles to their pofterity ; and 
they have, with few exceptions, admired, extolled, nay, even 
encouraged and promoted, to the utmoft of their power, the 
French revolution, becaufe it was founded upon their own 
principles. While fuch men retain any weight or confi- 
deration, it is, we conceive, a much more manly and honour- 
able part, to point out, on every fair occafion, the mifchief 
they have already produced, than through an affectation of 
liberality, or a pufillanimous fear of giving offence, to fup- 
prefs the truth, and conceal the danger, until ruin fhall ftare 
us in the face. 

Refpectabdle and valuable as the proteftant diffenters may be 
in private life, they are, asa religious feét, neceflarily hoftile 
to our church eftablifhment ; and the principles of govern- 
ment which they have invariably avowed, from the time of 
the French refugee Calvin, are not only effentially unfavour- 
able to Monarchy, but incompatible with the good order of 
fociety ; they ought, therefore, as diflenters, to be ever viewed 
with apprehenfion ; and, although undoubtedly intitled to full 
toleration, in the exercife of their religion, they fhould be 
guarded againft with unremitting watchfulnefs. 

The author concludes his preface in the following affe@ting 
Manner ;— 
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«¢ Tfhaply this volume fhould find its way into thofe diflant re- 
ions where the greateft part of it was firft produced, and there fhould 
Fill be living any of thofe old friends, with whom, in critical times, 
I formerly took (wert counfel together, 1 intreat them to remember 
me, as one who loved then and their country, if not wilely yet well. 
If it fhould be fo fortunate as to fall into the hands of any of the inha. 
bitants of the different parifhes which J held in Virginia and in Mary. 
lind, (many of whom once were my willing hearers, and, at the 
rifque of more than blame, liflened with a refpectful attention to 
feveral of thefe very fermons,) I intreat their acceptance of thein in 
their prefent form. I intreat them to confider this book as the legacy 
of one who itill bears it in mind, with pleafure and with pride, that 
he once was their faithful and favourite paftor. In this world we 
are fevered, to meet no more; but we may meet again, when, ere 
Jong, both they and I fhall be called to give an account, (at a tribunal 
where paffion and prejudice can have no place,)---they, how they re- 
ceived inftruction ; and I, what inflruction I communicated, and in 
what manner. God grant that neither they may have been xxpro- 
Stable hearers-.-nor 1, after having preached ta others, myfelf be a 
caft-away !” 


It would afford us much pleafure, did our limits allow us 
to go more at large into a work, with which, the little we 
have quoted will, we doubt not, induce fuch of our readers as 
have not already perufed it, to wifh to be better acquainted ; 
and we allure them, that fuch an acquaintance will not difap- 
point whatever expectations we may have induced them to 
form. 

We cannot, however, take our leave of this publication with- 
out fubjoining a fpecimen of the author's {tyle and reafoning, 
in his theological compolitions. He is a man of much read- 
ing, and of deep reflection; his work, befides its intrinfic 
merit, contains a rich fund of apt and valuable quotations ; 
and we are particularly pleafed to find that his difcourfes, 
though profeiledly political, (very unlike moft compofitions of 
that nature,) dilplay a fpirit of devotion, which, after all, is 
the beft characteriftic ot a Chriftian divine. 

In the difcourfe on fchifms and fects the author thus elu- 
cidates the ftory of Micah :— 


«© The chapter before us (Judges the xviith,) relates in what 
manner idolatry gained a footing in the tribe of Ephraim, through the 
mifeonduct of Micah, who is fuppofed to have been an Ephraimite.... 
Of Micah we know nothing more’than what is related in this and the 
following chapter. From thefe we learn, that having cither been 
really ftraicened for want of room in the more cultivated parts of the 
country, Or imagining that he was, he had removed and fettled in the 
mountainous parts of Ephraim, There he dwelt with his mother, 
who 
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who was probably a widow, and certainly a very fuperititious 
woman. 

© It is not very eafy to underftand what is precifely meant in the 
account of the elewen hundred /bekels, here faid to have been taken 
from this woman, and about which fhe car/ed; and which, it after. 
‘wards appears, her fon Micah took. Commentators are exceedingly 
divided in their conjectures concerning: this difficult text. The moit 
general and moft probable opinion is, that being inclined to inno- 
vations in religion, fhe had. fet apart, and devoted to fome religious 
purpofe, the fum here mentioned ; and that fhe had bound herfelf by 
an oath (here called curfng, an oath being a conditional curfe or exe- 
cration,) to do this. It is in this manner the herfelf explains the 
word, when fhe fays that fhe had who/ly dedicated this filver unto the 
Lord. Her fon, who wis deeply tint’ ured wih the fame perverted prin- 
ciples on the fubject of religion, availed himfelf alfo of the circun’- 
ftances of the times, which left him at liberty to do whatever was 
right in his own eyes. Accordingly, being apprized of his mother’s 
intentions, by her having /pokew of it in hrs ears, he refolved (for 
fome reafon or other which does not appear) to anticipate her pur- 
pofe, and to employ her money in the fame manner as the had herfelf 
propofed. With this view, he furreptitioully ‘ook the eleven hundred 
fockels, ’ 

«© We cannot be furprized to find, that Micah, having gone thus 
far, foon fell into greater irregularities ; and that he had am hou/e of 
gods, and made him an ephod and teraphim; and confecrated one of 
bis fons, who became his prief#. ‘The phrafe, which is tranflated 
houfe of gods, is, in the original, undoubtedly, plural; yet it is 
often rendered in the fingular ; and, I apprehend, may here fignify an 
houje of god ; that is, beth-el, or place of worthip of hisown; diitinct 
and feparate from that ef Shiloh, to which it was his and every man’s 
duty to have reforted. 

‘In making graven and molten images, he palpably adopted a 
falfe religion; but, as to the ephod, the altar, the /evite, and whate 
ever elfe bore any refemblance to the religion of the tabernacle, he 
was blameable only for intermeddling with religious matters, in a 
way contrary to the declared will of God; and, for introducing a 
feparate houfe, a feparate prieft, and, in fhort, a feparate religion 
trom that of his country.” : 


In his farewell fermon, Mr. B. intimated, that it had been 
communicated to him, that unlefs he forbore to pray for the 
King, he fhould not be permitted to pray or to preach any 
longer. On this occafion, he made the following obfervations, 
a recital of which muft place him, on many accounts, in a 
very advantageous point of view :— 


“* No intimation could poffibly have been lefs welcome to me. 
Diftreffing, however, as the dilemma confeffedly is, it is not one that 
either requires, or will admit of, a moment’s hefitation, Entertaining 
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all due refpect for my ordination vows, I am firm in my refolution, 
whilit I pray in public at all, to conform to the unmutilated Liturgy 
of my church ; and, reverencing the injunétion of an Apoitle, I will 
continue to pray for the King, and all that are in authority under 
him; and I will do fo, not only becaufe I am fo commanded, but 
that, as the Apoftle adds, we may continue to dead peaceable fieevi im 
all godlines and honefty. Inclination, as well as duty, confirms me 
in this purpofe. As long as I lvve, therefore, yea, whilf Il have 
my being, will I, with Zadok the Prieft, and Nathan the Prophet, 
stoclalin-—-Ged yo the King !”’ 
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TITHES. 
UCH has been lately faid on the fubject of Tithes, and much 


more, from the innovating fpirit of the age, may be expected 
to be faid. We regard tithes as a facred property, liable, as forming 
a portion of income, like every other fpecies of property, to become 
an object of taxation; but not transferable, nor convertible, without 
the exprefs confent of the individuals poflefling them, jointly and fepa- 
rately ; even admitting that thofe individuals, who are only u/ufruce 
tuaries, have a right to give fuch confent. A member of the Houfe 
of Peers has lately declared, that minitters might di/pofe of the tithes, 
and that fuch a meafure would meet with the approbation of the 
country. How an aflertion fo prepoftcrous, involving not only a 
violation of truth, but a fubverfion of every principle which gives 
dignity to legiflative proceedings, and fecurity to property, could 
efcape the ips of a Britifh Senator, it is not eafy to conceive. ‘This 
nobleman, we have been told, once pofleffed fome thoufands a year 
in this fpecies of property ; without violating that refpect which is 
due to his legiflative character, we may be allowed to exprefs a doubt 
whether, if he were actually in poffeflion of it, he would fo freely 
recommend its d:/pofal as a fubititute for the ‘Tax upon Income, 
which he muft now pay, and which will not admit of thofe fhameful 
evafions of which 4e, in particular, was guilty, in refpect of the 
Affefled Taxes. A reduttion of Aorfes and servants was a matter of 
comparative facility ; but a diminution of income is attended with 
difficulty, efpecially when legal meafures fubfift for afcertaining its 
extent. But the difcuilion of a queftion of this magnitude (which, 
from the very ferious confequences it involves, we heartily deprecate,} 
rifes fuperior to all party and perfonal confiderations ; and, were the 
property of our political opponents to be exclufively affetted by the 
adoption of a meafure fo unjuit in its principle, fo pernicious in its 
effects, it would meet with the fame decided cenfure, the fame vigo- 
rous refiftance, from us. 
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Observations on Tithes. or 


Meanwhile, every thing that tends to promote harmony, friend- 
fhip, and a reciprocity of kindnefs and attention, between a Clergy 
man and his parifhioners, ought diligently to be cultivaced., From 
the prevalence of fuch fentiments, the molt beneficial cic‘) arife to 
the community at large ; and the opportunity for promoting a melio- 
ration of mind and morals, in every clafs of fociety, without which 
no real happinefs, no true profperity, can fubiiit, is facilitated and 
extended. 

Some difference having arifen between a refpe&able Clergyman and 
his Parifhioners, on the fubject of ‘Tithes, the former, afier fome 
fruitlefs attempts at conciliation, addreffed to the latter a circular 
letter, which he recommended them to confider, coolly and dif. 
paflionately, by their fire-fide. ‘This paper, which, we are happy 
to fay, produced the defired effect, we now lay before our readers. 


“ To the Tithe-Holders, Occupiers of Land in the Parifh of ——~ 
the following Obfervations and Propofals are offered for con. 
fideration : 

«« Of the various relative connexions in life, none appears of 
greater importance than that which fubfilts between the Miniiters of 
Religion and thofe under their care ; as it is a relation that ends not 
with life, but looks toa future ftate of exilleuce for its perfect union, 
and higheft enjoyments, Confidering either the divine origin® of 
this relation, or the great end for which it was eftablifhed, it muft 
be acknowledged to be the duty of every Clergyman, in order to 
give weight to his miniftry, to aim at obtajting and preferving the 
affetion and efteem of the people committed to his charge; but 
affection and efteem are neither to be gained nor preferved, but upon 
principles of juftice, mutually and reciprocally regarded. 

«© Many have been the charges of avarice, injutlice, and oppreffion 
againft the Clergy of the Eftablifhed Church ;—charges in themfelves 
Very uareafonable, if not malevolent ; and which mutt have had their 
rife in folly or depravity ; and been uttered by very ignorant, or 
very artful and defigning men; take a view of the kingdom at large, 
and it will be found that the beneficed Clergy have been more kind to 
others than juft to themfelves, and, in moderation, afforded an example 
worthy of being imitated. 

Where the law clearly defines right, and as clearly prefcribes the 
mode of poffeffing that right, it is not eafy to be unjuft ;- a Clergy- 
man cannot well exceed the bounds of his claim by taking more than 
his right; that which is his own by prefcription of little lefs than a 
thoufand yearst ftanding, and confirmed to him by Aéts of Parlia- 
ment pafled at different periods, and by numerous deci ons in every 
Court of Judicature. Under fuch circumftances it is not eafy to 





* “ Ephefians, c. iv. v. 11 to 17.” 
_t © The fir Charter for ‘Tithes was dated at Wilton, at the 
Feaft of Eafter, Ann, Dom, 850.” 
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take more than the law gives, and law is certainly the criterion of 
right, and what determines and fecures property to every man, whe. 


ther Clergy or Laity. 

*€ ‘The Tithe-holders occupying land in the parifh of are 
furrounded by four parifhes, in one or other of which moft of them 
occupy farms ; and in all of which, as well as fome others very con. 
tiguous, the tithes are taken in kind b Lay-Impropriators, and no 
one charges thofe gentlemen with injuftice or opprefiion, "Thefe in- 
ftances fully and indifputably prove what is the right by law efta- 
blihed, namely, the tenth of the produce of land, in all improved 
ftates of cultivation, after that produce is fevered from the earth, 

** As men who believe that religion teaches morality, and that 
morality enjoins and requires the practice of juftice ; as thofe who 
need no information that juftice, founded on religion and morality, 
teaches a due regard to the relative duties ; I would afk fuch as are 
hufbands and fathers, whether any order of men in fociety are fo 
fully required, by the duties they owe their families, to improve 
their eftates, as the Clergy ? And for this ftrong reafon, that with 
the hufband and father, the widow and the orphan lofe their all; are, 
in a few months, obliged to quit that refidence in which many of 
them, perhaps, firft drew their breath, and go upon the wide world 
with. no other provifion than what the improvement of a life intereft 
in the tithes has enabled the deceafed to make for them. 

‘¢ It may, probably, be remarked, that this is not a hardfhip con. 
fined to the families of Clergymen ; it is the fame with all perfons 
who hold places under any public authority. To this I would reply 
that the cafes are not fimilar. A man holding a place under any pub- 
lic authority, may, at any time, refign it for any other mode of life 
more productive of temporal advantages to his family; he can ex- 
change it for any mercantile or commercial purfuits whenever he 
pleafes, and opportunity offers ; or, without exchanging his fituation, 
or refigning his office or emoluments, he can unite any other pro- 
feffion with it; he can engage in any bufinefs that does not direétly 
interfere with the duties of his public fituation ; whatever may enable 
him to make a provifion for his family, while he lives, or leave them 
in circumftances that afford the means of providing for themfelves at 
his death, he is at liberty to undertake. A Clergyman has neither 
of thefe privileges ; having taken Prieits’ Orders, it is for life ; itis 
an indelible character, and he is reftrained by law from laying it 
afide to engage in any fecular purfuits, however advantageous, or 
whatever his family, or their neceflities may be ; nor is he permitted 
to enter into any worldly bufinefs in conjunétion with his facred 
office; reftricted by law, and by his own folemn oath, the occupation 
of his own land * is alone permitted him; he is not allowed to rent 











# « The privilege to teach School may be added to this, and there, 

I believe, they end. A Clergyman incurs a penalty of rol. for 

every acre he hires; and all leafes granted to Clergymen are void 
in Jaw.” : 
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anacre by way of farming for profit ; and thus reftri€ted, and know. 
ing that his family with him lofe their all; religion, morality, juftice, 
patural affection, and humanity, all combine to urge the Clergy , above 
all other defcriptions of men, to claim every advantage from a life 
eftate. And I would farther obferve, re fpecting men holding places 
for life under Governmen’, or any public authority, that fhould any 
man fo fituated have a claim tor one hundred a year, for fervices per. 
formed, noone would fay to him, Sir, you will prove yourfelf ava- 
ricious, oppreffive, and unjuft, if vou do not content yourfelf with 
three- core ;—the folly and unreafonablenefs of this would be feen 
and acknowledged by every man. 

«© Tt may be faid a Clergyman is to truft in Providence for his family. 
I believe every man who thinks, conne¢ts a truft in Providence with 
a proper atte ntion to the gifts of Providence ; and he who has the 
power of improving what Providence beftows, and negletts to im- 
prove it, all pretenfion to a truft in Providence isy to vive it the 
fofteft term, an unfcriptural enthufi: ifin ; very often it may be afcribed 
to indolence in the practice, or infenfibility refpecting the principles 
of duty. 

“ Thave juft obferved, that no reafonable perfon expects a man who 
has a right toa falary of one hundred a year, for fervice performed, 
to give up forty of it to clear himfelf from a fufpicion of avarice, 
&c. neither would he be required to do this in order to increafe his 
religious truft in providential goodnefs ;—fuch a renunciation of fo 
great a part of his legal right, or, at leaft, a right eftablifhed by 
legitimate authority, w ould ce rtainly be a matter of very ferious 
confequence to himfelf and family ; and, if divided among ft forty 
perfons, under fucha divifion, it would, 00 encle of them, be a trivial 
advantage ; and, whatever the claim given up may be, there can be 
no proportion i. the lofs or gain between the individual giving up 
his right, and a great number of individuals dividing that right 
among them. 

“ Having made thefe general remarks, the force and equity of which 
Thave no doubt you will acknowledge, I will now take notice of 
what appears, to fome perfons, the moft plaufible objection againft 
the Trrue Laws, namely, that they are unfriendly t6 improve. 
ments, * and a check upon induftry. Much of the reafoning upon 

this 





* « Upon this objection to the 'Tithe Laws, I will fuppofe a cafe. 
A man occupies ten acres of land, that, by neglett of culture, is 
become foul and poor, and the produce of Wheat from it is not more 
than ten quarters; that i is, ON quarter per acre, fold at 40s. the quar- 
ter, or rol. the load ;—this yiclds to the occupier 18]. and to the 
tithe owner 21. exclufive of firaw. By an extraordinary expenditure 
ot tool. upon thefe ten acres, in addition to the ufual expence of 
tillage, it is fo enriched and improv ed as to yield three quarters per 
acre; this, at the fame price, gives the tithe owner 61, and to the 
occupier 









el th a tl a te A nee 













































































SRE a ee ete A ante ttt OE St Set a i ay, Fe SOREN 
“a ~ = 
tee: 10 ~ 





94 MISCELLANIES. 


this fubje& is very ill-founded ; and that it is fo, may be cleasly 
proved, but it is fufficient to fay, the law knows nothing of it. 
Many of the parifhioners of occupy farms in the parifhes 
around them, and farms of confiderable extent, where the tithes are 
taken in kind, and no allowance is made for labour or expence, but 
the tenth part of the produce is taken off the land, and it is taken by 
Impropriators, and that without any complaint or refiftance on your 
part, or any charge of injuftice, as if the objeftions to the Tithe 
Laws were only to be preffed upon the Minifters of Religion, who 
have no more than a ufe intereft in.them. ‘The Clergy did not 
frame the Tithe Laws, but no men hold their eftates upon fuch clear 
and indifputable titles (law and prefcription confidered) as the Clergy, 
whofe claim I have confidered as grounded only on principles of law 
mud equity.* 1 have + nothing of a divine right ; but 1 think it 
expedient to remark fo far on this point, that it is clearly evident the 
Legiilators of this kingdom have thought it wife in framing the 
‘Tithe Laws, to take, as an example, the time when Tithes were 
claimed by a divine right ;——and fince, upon the authority of this 
example, the laws of this country have, by the fame mode, provided 
tor the Minifters of Religion; fhould the violation of thofe laws, 
and the practice of fraud in the payment of Tithes, to deprive them 
of any part of the claim confirmed to them by law, or a wilful keep- 
ing back any part of the price legally due to them, bear any degree 
ot the crime of facrilege, in the fight of that God whofe fervants they 
are, it is a matter of very ferious concern, as it affeéts themfelves, 
their fubitance, or thofe who fhall inherit this fubftance ; for what is 
all the world’s wealth without the divine bleffing ? 








occupier s6l. or 361. per cent. for his money, exclufive of the en- 
creafe of the itraw, and this the very year it was expended; and the 
advantages will be felt for feveral years following, with but {mall 
additional expence, the increafe of ftraw duly improved. I have 
eftimated wheat at a low price, and an additional rool. upon ten 
acres, already in tillage, is not a trivial fum, nor have I eftimated a 
very extraordinary crop as the return: and I am well affured that it 
cannot be denied, upon any principles of fair argument, that if nine- 
tenths do not pay the occupicr for improving land already in tillage, 
(tor Lam not {peaking of land to be cleared, grubbed, drained, &c.} 
the tithe owner who prevents, by his claim, the attempt to improve, 
is not the enemy, but the friend, of the proprietor or occupier of fuch 
kind. In the clearing or draining of rough or wet lands, very low 
terms, for accrtain period, may be abfolutely requifite, to encourage 
the improvement, yet, in duc time, thofe alfo ought to yield reafon- 
able benefit to the tithe owner.”’ 

* « T would with every man to perufe a pamphlet entitled, ‘ The 
Rights of the Clergy to Tithes, upon Princitles of Equity,’ printed 
for Deighton, Holborn, 

‘ As 
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« Asthe term is expired for which the agreement was made in 
1790, and, at the expiration of the fix years, the conditions were to 
be reconfidered, I have noticed what has been thought the moft 
plaufible objection to Tithes, namely, its check upon a farmer im- 
proving his land, becaufe, in the agreement now to be made, I wifh 
to meet you upon liberal and generous terms, regulated by this 
principle. 

“ st in my own mind, fully perfuaded, that all the litigations 
which have been fo unhappily engaged in, on the fubject of ‘Tithes, 
and all the difcontents that have arifen in parifhes between the 
Minilter and his people, have originated from taking at all a com- 
pofition in lieu of tithes ;—the faireft and moft juft mode, I confider, 
the taking in kind; which, had it been univerfally and uniformly 
done, harmony and good-will would never have been interrupted. 
But I am, for myfelf, perfectly willing to take a reafonable rent for 
my property, and to make every man tenant for his own tithe; only 
I would wifh now to examine what is a reafonable rent, the legal 
property confidered. Agreements that are founded on ignorance, or 
miftake, cannot be attended with permanent fatisfaction ;—covetouf- 
nefs, cunning, or fubtilty, I believe and truft, will equally and 
religioufly be difclaimed on both fides. The principles on which 
a contract is made, fhould be clearly underftood, and the equity of 
them fo itated, as to be feen and acknowledged by all who are friends 
to juftice. The law of the land mutt be the bafis on which the claim 
of property is founded; and confcience, under the influence of reli 
gion, regulate the conditions. ‘To plead cuftom, independent of 
law, religion, and confcience, is to open the flood-gates for iniquity 
and injuftice, inevery branch of trade and commerce in which men 
are engaged, and give a fanction for the violation of all laws, human 
and divine. 

** Not to difcourage improvements, or check induftry, I propofe 
the following Terms as Renr ror Tirues, for three years, trou 
the prefent date, 1796. 

‘* From converfations with many farmers, I have learnt that the 
produce of Wheat is from two quarters and a half, or 20 buthe!s, to 
four quarters and a half, or 36 bubhels, per acre; highly improved, 
and richly manured lands, will yield from five to fix quarters; but 1 
will take the average at three and a half, or 28 bubhels per acre, and 
I will. reduce this to the produce of land not naturally rich, nor 
greatly improved by manure, and fix the produce at two and a hall, 
or 20 bufhels, and be paid, per acre, for tithe, the price of twa 
buthels ; the average of the price to be taken from the 1ft of October 
inone year, to the iftof Ottober in the year following, as fold in 
the Maidftone * market. If, by improvement in culture, or expence 
in manure, it yields 5 qrs. or 40 bufhels, that increafe is all your 





——— > 


* «© This is confined to Englifh wheats,’ 
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own,* and the payment of my tithe can be no check upon induftry. 
I prefer the average price of the year, becaufe my income will encreafe 
or diminifh with my expences, and the occupiers will, in no year, 

more than they receive, or may receive if they pleafe.t Iknow 
this offer to be liberal, very much below my claim, and very greatly 
to your advantage, compared with what you all pay in the parifhes 
around you. 

«© Lent Corn, as Oats, Barley, Peas, Beans, &c. is produced from 
4 to6 qrs. peracre, fometimes 7, and Oats have produced 8, 9, and 
10 qrs. per acre; but I will contider the average of all Lent corn 
at four and a half, or 36 bufhels, and will reduce this to 25 bufhels 
per acre, and fix the tithe at two bufhels and a half, upon the fame 
conditions as propofed for Wheat. ‘This alfo gives the whole of 
return, the effect of improvement, to the farmer, exclufive of the 
ftraw.f 

«© Fruit, as Apples, Cherries, Filberds, &c. 10S. per acre, or 
according to crop, at the choice of the owner of the plantation. 
This fum, if paid by the acre, fixes the produce, taking apples, 
cherries, and filberds, at sl. per acre: if payment according to the 
wats is preferre: ‘d, When the planter receives nothing, he will have 
nothing to 

“* Grafs, including Meadow, Sanfoin, Clover, firft and fecond cut, 
&c. I will only eftimate as producing 4]. per acre, and reduce this to 
gos. or 5s. per acre tithe. Orchards mown, only Half-a-Crown. § 

‘© Pafturage, includes all feed, Milch Cows, Calves, Lamb, Wool, 
and every fpecies of {mall tithes; this I fix, tor the whole of fuch 
claims, at 3s. per acre. Ofchards fed, at 1s. 6d. per acre. 

‘© Woods, fuch as are planted, pay only when they are felled ; the 
Rough Woods pay nothing, I believe, as being in the Weald. 
Planted Woods pay every where, or whole parifhes might be planted, 
and the Minifters of Religion be wholly deprived of fupport. 

* Hops are now the only produce to be confidered ; it 1s, 1 believe, 
generally acknowledged, that, taking 20 years, the profit to the 





* © As Turnip fallows, fed off by theep for enriching the land, 
arc productive of advantage to the occupier only, the Re¢tor deriving 
no benefit from increafed produce, 3s. per acre for Turnips muft be 
allowed a reafonable claim.”’ 

+ © Asa Minifter of God’s word, I would recommend to every 
occupier of Land, to read, with all due attention, Proverbs, chap. xi. 
verfe 26.”’ | 

$ “ A fmall proportion of the tithe of ftraw, regulated by the 
land in tillage, to be delivered annually, wherewer it may be ap- 
pointed.’’ 

‘* Seeds cut green to feed teams working arable land in the 
rifh of —-———— to pay no tithes. Seeds cut green to feed teams 
working out of the parifh, for the profits of the Rectors of fuch 


parifhes, to pay 5s, per acre,” 
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planter is rl. per acre. You all know that itis not the profit, but 
the produce that is titheable. I do not renounce my claim to every 
tenth bufhel when picked, but I will confider only the profit, and 
will reduce the 151.* down as low as 61. per acre, or 12s. f6r tithe, 
little more than one third of the tithe of the profit, and not the 
crop. 

© T have only farther to obferve, that this agreement is to be free 
of all taxation, affeffment, or deduction, whatever; and to be fubjeét 
to any alterations which the Legiilature may fee it wile and expedient 
tomake inthe Tithe Laws, as they may affect this agreement, re- 
fpecting either the paying or receiving of Tithes.’’ 





AN ATTEMPT TO JUSTIFY THE CONDUCT OF THE 
DISSENTERS. 4 
N our review of Mr. Rivers’s traét, in our laft number, (e. 626,) 
we were more than ufually fparing of ovr own obfervations, and 
fuffered the author to fpeak, chiefly, tor himfelf. ‘The inferences 
which we drew, admitting the accuracy of the facts on which they 
were founded, and that accuracy, we mutt obferve, was no object of 
criticifm, we defy any man to impeach. But we fubjoined fome 
ftatements, which we had received, as we faid, from ‘* a moft intel. 
ligent and refpeétable correfpondent,’’. corroborative of Mr, Rivers’s 
general argument. We know that corre/pondent fo well, that we 
have not the fmalleft hefitation in exprefling our decided conviction of 
the truth of every ftatement which he advances. But the ttatements 
in queftion, as well as many of the affertions of Mr. Rivers, have 
been impeached by a gentleman of refpectability among the Diflenters, 
who has called upon us, ina moft folemn manner, to retract what we 
have advanced on the fubject. To make fuch retractetion, we feel our. 
felves by no means difpofed, froma confcioufnefs of having advanced 
nothing that we are not able to fupport. We fhall not here enter into 
a difculiion of the point ; but, after premifing that we are very far 
from affenting to the juftice of all the pofitions laid down by this 
correfpondent, and that we are among thofe who think no men juftifi- 
able in feceding from the Eftablifhed Church, on light grounds, we 
fhall endeavour to give due weight to his arguments, and, at the fame 
time, to afford thofe whom he attacks a fair opportunity for vindicat- 
ing themfelyes, by inferting his letter at full length.— 


** To the Editor of the Anti-Jacobin Review and Magazine. 


*€ SIR, 
“‘ I am encouraged to hope, from various parts of your Review, 
that you would not, intentionally, mifreprefent the con@G& of truly 
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* This is the average of twenty---There are certainly years of 
blight, wherein, fo far trom profit, great expence is incurted, but 
there are alfo years, wherein the profit 1s from 30 to sol. per acre.”’ 
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ro ge people. ‘Todo fo, muft, indeed, be heinous in the fight of 

» the Judge of all, and is likely to be extremely hurtful to man- 

kind inevery refpect, Miftakes of perfons, acting confcientioufly, 

have, however, been productive of very fatal’ confequences. The 
rfecutors of the Apojtles thought they were doing fervice to God, 
efus Chrift himfelf was crucified upon a charge of treafon. 

“6 Thefe obfervations are occafioned by fome expreflions in the third 
article of your ee Criticifm, for December, which afcribes the 
exertions, now made in moft parts of the kingdom, to initruct poor 
villagers in the knowledge of the Scriptures, to political, that is to 
fay, Teditious and treafonable, motives. 

*€ Surely, Sir, you ought to be very cautious in advancing, or ad- 
mitting, infinuations of this kind. Suppofe it peffble that nothing 
but the pureit doctrines of the Gofpel are inculcated by them who make 
thefe efforts. Suppofe that they do this with the moft upright and 
benevolent motives, folely to bring glory to Chrift, and falvation to 
finners. Suppofe, moreover, that they are a¢tually very ufeful by 
thefe means, not only to profligate people, who are faved from de- 
ftructive vices, but, alfo, to the general peace and fecurity, and the 
mutual comfort and ufefulnefs, of their fellow-fubjeéts. Then, Sir, 
fuppofe that, by the fafpicion «and alarm which you, or others, may 
excite, fo defirable an object may be fruftrated, and they, who are 
labouring difintereftedly and zealoufly to ferve God and mankind, 
fhould be, through your means, requited with perfecution and 
deftruction, Suppotings I fay, this to he the cafe, would not God 
avenge for fuch things ? 

‘© T befeech you, Sir, for the fake of God, your own foul, and the 
welfare of your King and Country, to proceed no farther in fo dan. 
gerous a road as that of /xrmize, upon /uch a fubject ; but tread back 
rhe path you have trod, by a public acknowledgement that you have 
already gone too far, without having any thing more than pre/umption 
for yor guide. Examine the fa, whether, in any of the prayers, 
readings, exhortations, or fermons, in the village meetings, a fingle 
feditious expreffion has been uttered, or any thing of a political ten- 
dency fuggefted, If the fact be proved, rendeg to the ftate the fervice 
that you owe to it, by bringing to public punithment the wretch that 
has dared to cloak iniquity under the garb of devotion and benevo- 
lence ; but, even ‘hen, do not venture to brand a@// who preach in 
villages with the fame charge. ‘ Ex uno difce omnes,’ is a moft 
dangerous maxim, if applied to the claffes of mankind. What rank 
is there, among which may not be found fome bad men? Is there any 
lawful and neceffary occupation of life that has not been tarned to the 
worit of purpofes? Let eyery on¢ bear his own burden. But I 
greatly doubt, Sir, whether the minuteft enquiry would detett, in any 
part of the-kingdom, a fingle inftance, in which religious meetings , 
4 villages, have been perverted to political purpofes. Many are held 
im this neighbour ; but, fo far from being adapted to alienate 

ople from the ftate, they are earneftly exhorted to attend divine 

orfhip, in their pariih churches ; and not only the King, “ Rove 
amy, 
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Family, and all in authority, are prayed for, but the welfare and 
ufefulnefs of the Parochial Clergy are ufual fubjeéts of folemn inter- 
cefion. Wedonot aim to ake people Diflenters, but. real Chrif- 
tiuns: if we can direét them in the way to Heaven, whatis it, in 
comparifon, whether they go to a church or a meeting? 

«© I do not mean to take up the political defence of the Diffenters, 
as a body, but I am well aware that many of Mr. Rivers’s affertions, 
refpecting Diffenters, both of the prefent, and of the former, age, 
are groundlefs. ‘The weaknefs of his argument is fufficiently plain, 
from the extra¢t given in pr. 632 of your laft number. Of all the 
perfons there introduced as Diflenters, only one, Mr, Flower, of 
Cambridge, is entitled to that denomination. You will find, Sir, a 
much more authentic ftatement in ‘ An Apology for Village Preach. 
ing, by the Rev. W. Kingfbury, A. M. of Southampton,’ (not 
Benj. Kingfbury, formerly of Warwick.) You, Sir, allow of 
honourable exceptions, as individuals, and one of thofe whom you 
name, I well knew, and highly refpected—the late Mr. Brewer of 
Stepney. But it is an unfortunate miftake that ranks all people, who 
do,xot profefs the eftablifhed form of religion, Oe Diffenters. 
why, Sir, fhould you call Atheifts and Deifts, either Prefbyterians, 
Independents, or Baptifts, any more than Churchmen? They attend 
no divine worfhip, and neither practice, nor profefs, “any religion, 
It is to this clafs, that they who have been moft active, and violent, 
on the political ftage, have chiefly belonged, whether in England, 
France, or America. 

‘© Next to the Atheifts and Deifts, in the political fcale,  ftand the 
Socinians ; who, indeed, appear to me to differ very little, as to 
religion, from the Deifts. Yet, admitting Socinians to be clafled 
among Diffenters, you, Sir, are, probably, not ignorant, that there 
is a greater difference between them and the orthodox Diffenters, 
than there is between the latter and the ferious part of the eftablifhed 
Clergy. You may not, however, be aware, that the endeavowrs to 
inftruct, reform, and convert, the’ poor villagers, are carried on by 
thofe Diffenters oz/y who believe and preach the principal doftrines 
contained in the Church of England. j believe there is not an ine 
ftance of a Socinian exifting, who is engaged in labours of shis kind. 
If there were, it would not be in concert with the orthodox, (or, as 
they are more ufually called, evangelical,) Diffenters ; who would as 
foon concur in propagating Mahometifm as Socinianifm. 

* Tt may, however, be urged, that feveral among the orthodox 
Diffenters have been ative and ftrenuous in political concerns. 1 
am forry that it is true, in fome inftances, but I maintain that they 
are very few, compared with the body of orthodox Diffenters; and 
I rejoice in having obferved, for feveral-years palt, that the attention 
of thofe few has beer increafingly turned from political to religious 
obje€ts. Iam certain that the efforts which have been made to 
{pread pure and undefiled religion, at home and abroad, have had a 
very happy influence on the minds of many who are zealoufly occu. 
pied in promoting them, No — to his King and — 
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will with to prevent Diffenters from being engrofled by purfuits of a 
truly religious nature. What is fo likely to alienate them who are 
friendly to government, to provoke them who are peaceable, and to 
render them inveterate who are difaffected, as to perfecute them for 
righteoufnefs fake ? 

‘¢ To conclude, irreligion and immorality have been the ruin of 
France. If England be ever brought to the fame ftate, (which God 
forbid,) it will be by the fame means. Whilft there are many excel- 
lent men among the eftablifhed clergy, there are fo many of a different 
ftamp, that there is but too much occafion for Diffenters to do their 
utmoft in ftopping the progrefs of vice and infidelity. For this pur. 

fe they vikt hamlets where there are no churches, and thofe vil- 
ark chiefly, where no clergyman refides. ‘They avoid thofe places 
where there are pious and zealous Minifters inthe church. Strange as 
it may feem to you, they do not receive one farthing for their labour ; 
excepting a very few, perhaps, a dozen in all England, whofe whole 
time is occupied with itinerant preaching, and whofe whole fupport is 
a fall falary raifed by fubfcriptions in their neighbourhood. Others 
have only their unavoidable expences, in going about, difcharged at 
the general coft of focicties formed for the purpofe, who alfo purchafe 
Bibles, and religious tracts, of an unexceptionable nature, to give to 
thofe poor people who can read. bi 

, “ ”» 





To the Editor of the dnti-acobin Review and Magaxine. 


SIR, 


HE avocations of a ’compting-houfe have little leifure for. the 
difcuffion of political fubjects ; but I cannot forbear exprefling, 
as a plain domeftic man, the gratification I have felt on reading your 
ftri€tures on Dr. Alexander Geddes’ dottrines, and your expofition of 
their tendency to deftroy the moral, and, of courfe, political bonds of 
fociety, by his ire (feeble, I fondly truft,) to ftrip the Scrip- 
tures of the garb of infpiration which has hitherto covered them, and 
long, I hope, will continue to add to their weight. 

You will not be furprized at this addrefs when I tell you, that 
having many years ago been perfuaded to become a fubfcriber to the 
Doctor’s Tranflation of the Bible, I was favoured in due time with 
his fecond volume ; and, although I confefs there were fome pecv- 
:arities both in the tranilation and notes of the firft volume, which 
imparted an aukwardnefs of feeling to my mind ; yet, it was not till 
I perufed the Preface to the fecond volume, that the reverend divine 
ftond fully confefled. 

I am really incapable of giving you the ideas with which my mind 
was harraffed, on thus feeing a man, under the facerdotal habit, the 
eonftituted guardian of religion, virtue, morality, and every thing 
which is dear to the focial ftate, betraying his truft, and, under that 
habit and fo conftituted, with much greater efficacy, more certainty 
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of fuccefs, undermining the great bulwark of fociety in this country, 
the mild and benevolent fyitem of Chriftianity, by calling in queftion 
the infpiration of the Scriptures on which that fyitem is founded. 
For, Sir, although philofophers, or thofe who with to be thought fo, 
may, from a rectitude of thinking, acquired by ftudy and education, 

vern their conduct by the ftri¢teit rules of Chriitiamty, at the fame 
time that they feel it immaterial whether it ts founded on infpiration, 
or not; yet, as a tranflation of the Bible, at this particular period, 
ought to have been entered on by a clergyman with the fole view of 
freeing the text from any obfcurities with which the old verfion might 
be burthened, and to render, if poflible, the attainment of religious 
truths more eafy to the multitude in the three kingdoms ; and, as we 
know by experience, that the multitude, that is, g9-1ooth parts of 
the population can never be any thing like philofophers ; it will fol- 
low, of courfe, that fomething elfe than the benevolence of a Chriftian 
paftor muft have induced Dr. G. thus to heftow on that multitude fuch 
information as was only fit for philefophers, or rather, Sir, to adopt 
the new-fangled but expreffive defignation, philofophifis. It was wan- 
tonly and cruelly robbing the wounded fpirit of the bali which the 
complete. ignorance of shat multitude, as to that philofophifm, can 
alone beftow. : 

With fuch an impreffion made on my mind, by the firft perafal of 
this poifonous Preface, I fent the book back to its author, with a 
hote, containing my fentiments, couched in a feverity of language in 
which I confefs I forgot my character, and reduced myfelf, at once, 
to a level with the Doctor ; for I exprefsly gave it as my opinion, 
that the book oughe to be burned by the hands of the common hangman, 
if it was not that by that means it would acquire a celebrity which 
11s own merits never would procure it. This, of courfe, produced a 
very violent epiftle or two from the divine, in which he did me the 
honour to clafs me in the worft defcription of enthufiatts. 

As I was, at the time, very inattentive to the good Dottor’s 
opinion of me, I fear I have miflaid thefe precious memorials; bat 
fhould I find them I’ll trouble you with them, if, on a perufal, I 
think them worth your notice: indeed I fhould never have thoughe 
more on the fubje¢t if I did not feel fomething, like pride, in finding 
my ideas fo refpectably fupported many years afterwards, and the 
Doétor fo laudably attacked on the fame point, by an opponent, well- 
calculated, as you are, to plead with effect the caufe of focial order. 

I beg pardon for my intrufion in thus troubling you with the thanks 
of an obfcure individual, for your general efforts in the caufe of virtue, 
and were it poflible that the reverend divine could perufe this, he 
would, doubtlefs, remember the tranfaction, and acknowledge that 
the fubftantial bafis on which morality is founded, may be difcovered as 
readily by a very common underitanding, like my own, as by that of 
the Dogtor, accuftomed, as it may be, to metaphyfical enguinics, 

Tam, Sir, your’s, &c. 
London, Fan, 16, 1799. j. M. 
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DEFENCE OF THE QUAKERS. 


HE Society of Friends have, at length, broken filence, and, 

anxious only for the promulgation of truth, which free and 

fair dilcuflicn is calculated to promote, we willingly admit the 

following defence, relerving any obiervations which we may have 
to make on it to a future Number, 


“ To the Editor of the Anti-Facobin Review and Magazine. 


SIR, 

* The following remarks I wrote about a month ago. 1 hope they 
will ferve for an aniwer to your laft Month’s Extraéts from Bugg. 
{ am pretty well furnifhed with the works of Bugg and Leflie; but 
not having all the books to which they refer, it is not only a work 
of labour, but time, to examine their quotations, It would almoft 
be an infult to the underftanding of your readers, to tell them that 
what you call ‘ the Quaker’s ten commandments,’ is an invention 
of Bugg’s. 

London, 8th sft Month, 1799. EXAMINER. 


* A Writer m your Original Criticifm, re. 137, fays, * That 
the Quakers of Pennfylvania a€tually bore arms againft their mo- 
ther country.” Had he faid (without the article) that Quakers of 
Pennfylvania bore arms, &c. it would {carcely have been within 
the limits of truth*; but to fay, that the Quakers did fo (which 
would imply the body at large) is fo far from being true, that they 
fuffered much from the American party, and were branded with the 
name of Tory for refufingg to join it; and indeed they were fup- 
poled, not without fome reafon, to have ftrengthened their abhor- 
sence of war at that time, by their firm attachment to the Englifh 
Government, to which fuppofition their publication of what they 
termed their ‘ ancient teftimony’ early in the troubles, gives nct a 
little fanétion. ‘This paper is dated the 2oth of the 1ft month, 1776, 
and, among other things, contains the following :—‘ The benefits, 
advantages, and favours we have experienced by our dependance 
on, and conneétion with, the kings and government under which 
we have enjoyed this happy {tate, appear to demand from us the 
greateft circumfpection, care, and conflant endeavours, to guard 
againft every attempt to alter or fubvert that dependance and 
connection. 

“ It hath ever been our judgement and principle, ever 
fince we were called to profefs the light of Chrift Jeius mani- 
felted in our coniciences, unto this day, that the fetting up 
and putting down kings and governments is God’s peculiar 
prerogative, for caufes beft known to himielf: and that it is not 
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* I acknowledge that a number of gay young men took up arms 
in Philadelphia ; and were difowned for having donc fo. 
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our bufinels to have any hand or contrivance therein, nor to be bufy 
bodies above our {tation ; much lefs to plot or contrive the ruin or 
overturn of any of them; but to pray for the king, and fafety of 
our nation, and good of all men ; that we may live a peaceable and 

uiet life in all godlinefs and honefty under the government which 
bod is pleafed to fet over us.” The part contained between double 
commas is quoted and adopted by the Friends of Pennfylvania from 
a declaration of the Priends in England, 1696. As for General 
Mifflin, if he had not been difowned, previous to his taking up 
arms, he certainly was for doing fo, in which {tate he ftill remains : 
fo much for the American Quakers. Now for the Englifh ones, 
as depiéted in your Third Number, r. 356, under the head * The 
Quaker’s Layways and pretended Principle againft Fighting, illu- 
{trated from modern and ancieat Examples and Documents.’ The 
modern example being only the letters from and to the committce 
of merchants, it is needlels to take up vour readers time about 
them. The public may judge of the arguments in each. Pafs we 
then to Fox and Burroughs. But firft let me fay, that to deduce 
authorities from Leflie, the inveterate enemy of the Friends, is 

retty much of a par with deducing authority from Thomas Paine 
Er a character of our prefent miniftry ; how fair, indeed, I may 
leave you to judge. I incline to add one fhort remark more, in 
faying that your illuftrating Correfpondent has unwittingly writ- 
ten a panegyric on the Quakers of modern time, fecing he had oc- 
cafion to go back one hundred and thirty-cight years for a pretence to 
prove them difaficcted : not remembering the trite faying, ‘ Sed genus 
et proavos, et qua non fecimus ipti, vix ca noftra voco.’ The letter of 
Fox to Cromwell is no where to be found but in Leflie (and thoie who 

uote Leflic) and he gives fo doubtful authority for it, that I think 
little faith is due to hin. He fays he faw it in a MS. of one Humphry 
Norton, afterwards printed. Norton was a very early friend. 
There is only one book of his extant, dated 1659, and it relates 
wholly to New England. Leflie’s Snake was publifhed in 1696; 
but this letter, falle or true, is not in the Snake, butin the Defence 
of the Snake 1700. It is hardly likely that Leflie, the Quakers’ 
opponent, had teen a Quaker’s manu(cript before publication, and 
of an author who had lived 4o years before him, However, were 
the letter _proved to be genuine (which no mortal can do) I would 
prove from divers inftances of Fox’s inaccurate f{tyle, that he may 
write as Lefliefays he did (whom your illuftrator has not quoted 
accurately) and yet not mean that he was the fon, &c, We have 
next a quotation from a letter of G. Fox to Cromwell, encourag- 
ing him (fays your correlpondent) to war, rapine, and devaftation 
of empires. The letter is in a colleétion of letters ty Fox-and 
Burroughs to QO. and R. Cromwell, printed 1659, to fliew that 
the warnings given to thole protectors had been fulfilled; and in 
which they are dealt with pretty freely as to the contequences of 
their fuffering themielves to be lifted up, inftcad of ftudying pub- 
lic good. Whether Fox ated confiftently in writing as he did to 
Cromwell or not (the letter in queflion exhorts him to form a 
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league againft the papacy) this is clear that he himfelf refufed a 
cowmiffion in the parliament army, thougl: thereby he would have 
been freed from his imprifonment at Derby, and on his refufal was 
fent intothe dungeon among the felons. Ina theet, printed about 
1659, addreffed to the council of officers of the army, and the 
heads of the nation, then, I believe, the ruling powers, there is 
the expreffion * when thoufands of us went in the front of you.’ 
This fheet is affumed, both by Leflie and his antagonift Wyeth, to 
be G. Fox’s; but I have once feen a copy of it, of the only edition 
there ever was, and it is figned F.G. The literal fa€t is otherwife, 
It is certain that many perions became Quakers in the parliamentary 
army; that is, many forfook the priefts, and met for worfhip after 
the Quakers’ manner ; yet did not immediately forfake their military 
life; probably could not, under pain of mihtary punifhment, 
But in 1654, Cromwell having aflumed the government and re- 
quiring an oath of his foldiers, they declared they could not {wear, 
and were difbanded. Some few complied, and foon after were 
killed by a miftaken fire of one of Cromwell’s own garrifons. And 
what of all this as to their loyalty. Others were converts to Qua- 
keriim in King Charles’s navy, and for a time ferved on, and were 
accounted the beft men in the fhip; at length they left fighting too,” 


(To be continued.) 
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SUMMARY OF POLITICS, FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC. 


[* our firft review of the political ftate of Europe, we lamented 
that we were deftined to begin our political career at a period 
peculiarly calamitous to all wh» feel an intereft in the welfare of 
mankind, and in the prefervation of that order of things which is 
etiential to its exiftence. The apprehenfions which we then ex- 
pretied have unhappily been proved, by fubfequent events, to have 
been founded in reafon; and the period at which we commence the 
Second Volume of our literary and political labours is marked by 
circumftances that afford, not more folid ground of alarm, but, 
fill deeper fubject for lamentation. 

In the thort {pace of fix weeks two Kingdoms have been over- 
run, and two Monarchs depofed, by the Regicides of France. 
The King of Naples, after a difplay of perfonal valour and mental © 
refolution, has been compelled, by the bafe treachery of his troops, 
iufetted by French principles, or corrupted by French gold, to 
forfake the capital of his dominions, and to embark, with his 
Queen, and a numerous band of fa thful attendants, for the Ifland 
of Sicily, under the protection of the Britith Flag. We formerly 
ated our fentiments on the conduct of his Sicilian Majefty, in 
efcountering, alone, the dangers refulting from the combined 
operation 








ry 


Summary of Politics. 105 


ration of French intrigues, and French arms; we commended 
his /pirit, but arraigned his prudence.* We contets, however, that 
the letter of General Mack, on the firft entrance of the Neapolitan 
troops into the territory of Rome, produced, on our minds, a con- 
viction, that the Cabinet of Naples had acted in (trict concert with 
the Cabinet of Vienna. It now feems we were miftaken; for we 
cannot, for a moment, fufpect that the Imperial Court has added 
a pofitive breach of engagement to the too numerous fins of omif- 
fion, for which fhe has to anfwer, to herfelf, to the prefent gene- 
ration, and to pofterity. Be that as it may; Naples is, ere this, 
erafed, like Sardinia, from the lift of Independent States, and the 
all-deftructive Republic of France has acquired two freth countries, 
on which to exercife her unrivalled ikill in plunder, her matchlefs 
powers of defolation. 

The wretched Sovereign of Sarpinta has not merely been de- 
prived of his throne, but fubjected to infults and degradation which 
render life itfelf the deareft of purchafes. When the ruffian, 
JFoubert,} entered the Royal Palace at Turin, he addreffed the fallen 
Monarch, in language the moft infolent and vulgar, and, echoing 
the fentiments of his mafters, the Directory, told him the time was 
come to put an end to his perfidious machinations, his infamous 
treachery, and his bafe infidelity to the great nation. He ordered 
him, in an authoritative tone, to quit the country, with his wife 
without delay; but as for that aflaflin, his brother, (the Duke 
D’Aosta,) he fhould remain, and be fent, as a hoftage, to France, 
Here fraternal aftection rofe fuperior to every other feeling, in the 
breaft of this unhappy Sovereign ; he begged, entreated, implored 
for permiffion to take his brother with him into exile; Joubert 
remained inexorable; at length, forgetful of his dignity, and des 
parting from that manlinefs of fentiment which dignifies misfor- 
tune, and palliates difgrace itfelf, he burft into tears, and threw 
himfelf at the feet of this wretched upftart, this low, bafe reptile, 
engendered in the filth of the revolution, this miferable fatellite of 
a regicidal Pentarchy, who, either from a miomentary impulfe of 
pity, foreign from his nature, or from the fudden adoption of a 
fecret refolution to render, by fubfequent meafures, his indulgence 
hugatory, deigned to fignify to the fupplicating King, ftill preferv- 
ing his tone of infult and arrogance, his compliance with the re- 
queft. The royal family, accordingly, prepared for their departure ; 
as they entered their carriage they were hailed with the tears and 
lamentations of an affectionate people—for (will pofterity believe 
it?) the monarch thus deprived by a foreign banditti was beloved by 


ieee 





* Vol. I. pe. 605. 


+ This man has been miftaken for a near relation of the Com- 
miffary Zaubert, who has played fo diftinguifhed a part in the mad 
expedition to Egypt. They are, indeed, birds of the fame feather, 
but not relations, Their names are {pelled dittcrently. 
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his fubjefts; and. they left him literally without money, except 
what little they might chance to have in their pockets at the time; 
for the French plunderers inftantaneoufly laid their hands on every 
thing that was valuable. ‘The mandate of Joubert pretcribed the 
jMand of Sardinia as the place of their exile; but no authentic in- 
telligence having been received of their arrival in any place of 
fafety, we fhould not be at all furprized if private orders had been 
given, if not to murder them on the road, at leaft, to arreft them 
and convey them, as prifoners, to lrance. 

It was eafy, after the furrender of the citadel of Turin, to forefee 
the fate of this monarch. Accordingly, fo long ago as the month 
of July laft,* it was predicted by us, with tolerable precifion, in the 
following terms: ‘“ He ts reduced to the fate of a crowned flave, who 
holds his exiftence, polttwal and natural, by the frail tenure of direc- 
torial tolerance. ‘Lhe moment their plan rs ripe for execution, their 
deflruéiive breath will diffolve this p werk of a monarch, defitned to 
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terminate his days in exile, uf not on ne ot May Heaven avert 
e fulfilment of our other pre- 


the juftification of our other fears, t 
dictions ! 

By every freth conqueft the French acquire frefh means for con- 
tinuing that war which is effential to the exiftence of the Republic. 
They drain the country to replenith their exhaufted coffers ; and 
they preis the people to recruit their armies. The evil which: 
threatens with annihilation the whole body politic of Europe daily 
increafes in magnitude and extent; and yet the principa! powers, 
as if bound by a magic fpell, ftill remain torpid and inert; the 
flaves of fear, the victims of jealoufy. Inftead of aéting with that 
cordial co-operation, which can alone fecure them from deftruction, 
they ftill harbour fome portion of that ancient animofity, that anci- 
ent rivality, by which their a€tions were too frequently influenced 
before the exiftence of the French Republic. Infatuated men— 
inftead of endeavouring to force back within its ancient boundaries 
the impetuous torrent which carries defolation wherever it rolls, 
they watch, ‘with patlive terror, its tremendous progrefs, behold it 
inundating the neighbouring States, while, infulated themfelves, 
they are not aware that, after it has completed its {weeping cir- 
cuit, vain will be the attempt to oppofe an effeétual barrier to the 
ftill farther extenfion of its rage, and that one furious dafh of its 
waves will fuffice to involve them all in the general ruin. 

The inactivity of the Emperor has been falfelyafcribed to mo- 
tives of ambition; whereas it tolely originates in fear, cherifhed . 
and increafed by the jealoufy which we have defcribed. He has 
been weak enough to liften to the perfidious fuggeftions of French 
emiffaries and French partifans, who feek to divert his attention 
from the deftructive progrefs of the Direétory to the pretended de- 
figns of Ruflia and Pruiiia; and to imprefs on his mind a belief, 
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that if he again take the field againft France, he will be forfaken 
by his allies, and left to fight his battles alone. Thus, by feeking 
to avert an imaginary danger, he facilitates the approach of certain 
deftruction. How long this weaknefs will continue to operate, 
to the advantage of the Directory and to the prejudice of fociety, 
after his tacit acquiefcence in the depofition of his kinfman, it is 
not poffible to forefee, It is eafy, however, to predict, that its 
continuance, for fix months longer, will prove fatal, not only to 
himfelf, but to all the exifting governments on the continent of 
Europe. 

The Emperor of Russta is prepared to a& with vigour, and 
the more rapid progrefs of his armies has only been hitherto re- 
ftrained by the prepofterous apprehenfions of the Court of Vienna. 
The Kine of Prussia having refifted the infidious aéts of the 
apoftate Steves, is now well-difpofed to join in a general confede- 
racy, founded on a broad, juft, and equitable bafis. But thefe 
powers cannot take the field without the co-operation of Auttria, 
who mutt, however, be reduced, by a late meaiure of the Direc 
tory, to the neceflity of choofing between continued inaétivity and 
immediate hoftilities. | 

At the difgraceful Congrefs of Raftadt, where the petty Princes 
of Germany have, for eight long months, been playing a part, 
from the contemplation of which every well-formed mind mutt re- 
volt with difguft, a note from the Directory, delivered on the 2d 
of January, tended to alter that pacitic afpe¢t which the miferable 
Deputies had, of late, affumed. It was figned by the three Regi- 
cides fent thither on purpofe to degrade the German powers, and 
contained an affurance that the entrance of the Ruihan troops on 
the Imperial territory would be confidered as a declaration of war 
by the kmpire. As it is not in the power of the minor Princes to 
impede the march of the Ruffians, this note mutt be confidered as 
a preliminary ftep to the invafion of their country, provided the 
Emperor. fhould ultimately decide on the renewal of hofiilities. 
No letters from Vienna having reached England fince the recep- 


‘ tion of this note at that capital, we know not what effect it has 


produced on the Imperial Cabinet; but it is certainly well calcu- 
lated to bring matters to a crifis. The prohibition of the Directory 
can only apply to the Empire, and not to the hereditary States of 
the Houfe of Auftria, becaufe they knew, fome months ago, that 
the Ruflians were on their march to thofe countries, and, confe- 
quently, would have entered their proteft at that time, if fucly had 
been their intention. It, however, fuffices to fhew what the km- 
peror has to expeét from them, whenever they thall be fully pre- 
pared to attack him; and if this does not open his eyes, his blind- 
nefs may fafely be deemed incurable. If the Directory really 
eneant, by concluding a peace (or rather truce) with the Empire, 
to fecure their new acquired territory on the left bank of the Rhine 
from invafion, they muft have formed the defign of directing their 
main force to Italy. 
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But this plan, if they really had formed it, has experienced a 
material interruption, from the very fpirited and exemplary refiti~ 
ance of the oppreffed inhabitants of Brabant and the neighbouring 
country ; a pe which mutt extort a bluth from al] the great 
powers of the continent. ‘This brave people, determined to con- 
quer or perifh, and aided by the natural ftrength of the country, 
have hitherto not only refifted every attempt to reduce them, bur 
have deftroyed a great number of the Republican troops that were 
fent againft them, and, by the adoption of a wife, and, we will 
add, an Aumane fyftem of retaliation, from which, heaven be 
praifed, they had no Sheridan to deter them, have compelled the 
ferocious Pentarchs, and their fanguinary agents, to abandon their 
ufual practice of murdering prifoners of war in cold blood, and 
to accede to propofals for an exchange. ‘This is almoft the only 
{pot on the continent which affords the fmalleft ground of con- 
folation to the foes of anarchy. This fmall band of true patriots 
may yet prove the faviours of Europe. They derive great advan- 
tages from their vicinity to Holland, where a general difcontent 
prevails; and if the Kino of Prussia would but fend an army to 
their affiflance, from his neighbouring territory, he might render 
them invincible; and, feconded by an Englifh force, directed 
againft Zeland, which would become an eafy conqueft, might 
annihilate the beitard Republic of Batavia, and reftore to the 
Dutch the bleflings of their ancient government: This would 
neceflarily create fuch a diverfion of the French force, as, notwith- 
fianding the immenfe advantages which they have been recently 
{uilered to fecure, would cramp all their efforts, and fruftrate all 
their plans ;—that is, admitting the grand confpiracy to be formed, 
and the united forces of Auitria and Ruffia to be ready to act in 
Italy and on the Rhine. 

While France is bufily employed in the diffufion of her principles, 
and the extenfion of her conquefts abroad, fhe exhibits a {cene of 
complicated wretchednefs and tyranny at home, which beggars all 
deicription. Excepting only the permanent guillotine, the whole 
fyftem of Robefpierre is renewed, ‘To the able pen, and intelligent 
mind, of M. Mallet du Pan, we are indebted for fome particulars, 
relative to the dreadful fituation of this wretched country, that are 
at once curious and inftructive, The taxes now paid by the people of 
France (who were induced to acquiefce in the depofition and mur- 
der of their fovereign by a promife of exemption from all impofts 
in future) compared with thofe paid under the ancient government 
are in the proportion of 288 to 32, in the towns, and nearly as much 
in the country, where the outcafts of fociety are entrufied with the 
regulation of the quantum of contributions to be levied on each in- 
dividual 

The ftoppage of the Paris Bank, called /a Caiffe des Comptes cou- 
rans, in the month of November laft, has given the finifhing ftroke 
to the commercial] intereft in France. No notes whatever are now 
taken in payment, and no goods can be procured from foreign coun- 
fries without caih. In lefs than g fortnight, there were twenty-eight 
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bankruptcies among the bankers and merchants in Paris, and thirty. 
two among the fame detcription of perfons at Nantes, Lyons, and 
Rouen! 

All the national works are ftopped, even the beft high-roads in the 
country refemble ploughed lands, though a very heavy contribution 
is levied on all carriages and horfes, every two leagues, for their fup- 

rt. Befides this dreadful inconvenience to which travellers are 
fubjected, fo great is the number of robbers, that they are abfolutely 
obliged to take the precaution of travelling in large bodies, like the 
caravans in the Defarts of Arabia. 

Paris itfelf is become the moft filthy place in Europe. ‘Lhe ftreets 
are never cleaned; the lamps never lighted. This negle& is owing 
to the non-payment of the perfons appointed to perform thofe necet- 
fary works. Though a multiplicity of taxes are raifed, upon every 
article that enters the capital, and the produce of which ought to be 
be appropriated to fuch perfons; yet the rapacious avarice of the 
government, every member of which riots in luxury, diflipation 
end debauchery, while the wretched inhabitants are reduced to 
mifery, {wallows up the whole. Even the Hofpitals are left defti- 
tute of food and medicine for the fick. ‘To complete the deauty of 
this metropolis, the boafted repofitory of the arts, the feat of the 
friences, the center of every thing that is elegant and grand, the - 


* ftreets are full of large holes, not cne of them having been paved for 


fix years paft! 

A complete political inquifition is eftablifhed in the Diretional 

Palace. Such of the priefts, deputies, journalifts, and other con- 
Jpirators, who were protcribed in virtue of the law of the 5th of 
September, 1797, as have hitherto efcaped, are redticed to the ne- 
ceflity of concealing tlremfelves in obtcure retreats, and even in fub- 
terraneous pailages, The road to Rochefort is covered with wag- 
gons, which, from every part of old and new France, are employed 
to carry to the place of embarkation, unfortunate clergymen, pre- 
tended emigrants, and /ufpeced perfons of every defcription, who 
have been fentenced to tranfportation by the mandate of the Direc- 
tory. The military requifitions have been enforced by the bayonet, 
80,000 young men have already been torn from their difiretled fami- 
lies, and conveyed tothe army. To perfeét the fyftem of terror, the 
new Minifter of Police has recently iflued orders to all the commif- 
fioners of the Executive Power in the different departments, to fend 
him an exaét lift of the names and profeffions of all perfons, in 
every town and diftri¢t, who, during the courfe of the revolution, 
have profeifed opinions, or purfued a line of conduét, in any wife 
inimical to it. 

After the three Diretors had fucceeded im their attack upon the 
councils, in September 1797, there remained about 40,0001. fterling, 
deftined to the payment of the falaries of the Legiflative Body, due 
tothe profcribed deputies. This fum the other deputies, inftigated, 
ko doubt, by the Directory, had the profligacy to divide amongft 
themfelves, it amounted to about 601. a man! No doubt, frequent 
Fecourfe will be had to this fingular means of corruption, by the 
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Pentarchs; and we fhall not be furprized to hear of a fecond di: - 
dend at the approaching eleétion, in the month of March; when 
La Revertcrere Leravx isto go out dy lot, and quit the Directory 
for fome other Jucrative poft. 

Meanwhile all padiic fprrit is dead in France; the people are 
alike indifferent to viftory or defeat; a general apathy prevails; 
= exemption from the guillotine feet to be confidered as the 

ae ultra of republican happinefs! When a nation is fo funk, 

ft, fo degraded, every fentiment of pity gives way to emotions 
of indignation or contempt. 

‘In the view of our domeftic concerns, every other confideration 
is, for a time, abforbed in the grand queftion of an Union between 
Great-Britain and Ireland. Some preliminary difcuffion was intro- 
duced in a debate in the Englith Houfe of Commons on the 23d of 
January ; but it was more formally and more amply difeutled in the 
Trifh Parliament, which opened on the 22d, with afpeech from the 
Lord Lieutenant, indireétly announcing the meafure. The debate 
which enfued, on the motion for the aldrefs in the Houfe of Com- 
mons,‘ was one of the moft violent and diforderly that ever was 
heard in any deliberative ailembly, out of France. ‘The moft tcanda- 
lous marks of applaute and difapprobation, refembling the plaudits 
and hiffes of the rabble in thé galleries of a theatre, were beftowed 
on the different fpeakers, not ‘only by the ftrangers in the Houte, 
but by the oppofition members themfelves. Why the Speaker did 
not interpofe his authority for the prevention of a fcene fo repug- 
nant to decency, fo hoftile to cool deliberation, and {o totally fub- 
verfive of the freedom of debate, we cannot conceive. The difcus- 
fion did not clofe till the noon ot the following day, when the quet- 
tion for the addrefs was carried by a majority of one. Several mem- 
bers, favourable to the meafure, but difgufted with the violence dif- 
played, during the debate, retited from the Houfe ; ; and others, of 
fimilar fentiments, were prevented, by various caufes, from attend- 
ing. In the upper Houfe, the addrefs was carried by a decifive ma- 
jority. Notwithftanding, therefore, the oppofition which the mea- 
fure has experienced in the Commons, it will, in all probability, be 
ultimately adopted. 

The ground taken by many of the members who oppofe it, is the 
moft extraordinary ground that they could poffibly have ce hottn for 
the purpofe---viz. the incompetency of Parliament to inc ofporate 
the two countries by an Union. The oppofition in Ireland advanced 
on this topic the fame arguments as Mr. Sheridan had brought for- 
ward in the Britith Houfe of Commons ; with this difference, Mr. 
S. confidering the matter as a feif-evident propofition, did not 
condefcend to fupport his #ffertion by any thing like proof ; whereas 
Mr. Ponfonby and others fupported their curious fyftem of in¢om- 
petency on the firft principles of government laid down by Locks. 
The latter gentlemen had evidently the vantage ground over their 
affociates here, for it muft be acknowledged, that if their premiles 
be admitted, that is, if all Locke's principles, refpecting the origin 


of government, be received as valid, it will be difficult to di ifpute 
the 
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the juftice of their conclufions.---We have always been in the habit 
of confidering Locke as the great parent of modern democracy ; 
without, however, imputing to him the fimalleft intention of producing 
thofe effects, towhich the adoption of his fantafticaltheory muft inevi- 
tably lead. And, we truft, the ufe which has been lately made of 
his authority, will, at length, open the eyes of thofe well-difpofed 
perions, who have charitably acquiefced in the propriety of his 
doctrine, without fubmitting to the trouble of examining it, ‘This 
is the time for a full and manly difeuflion of Locke's principles of 
civil government; let his advocates boldly ftand forth in the field 
of political controverfy, and fupport, if they can, by found reafon- 
ing, and fair deduction, the fanciful hypothetis of their hero---we 
pledge ourtelves that they thal! be met, combated, and, we truft, 
vanquithed.---Meanwhile it is moft worthy of obfervation, thatthe 
{upporters of thefe principles, as applied to the queftion of the 
Union, who proudly arrogate to themfelves the appellation of the 
only true friends to the conttitution, feek to deftroy, by denying the 
competency of Parliament, the vital principle of the conftitution, 
that veiis the right of making laws in the King, by and with the 
advice and confent of the two Houfes; while their opponents, who 
are branded as the advocates of defpotifm, ftrenuoutly contend tor 
the prefervation of this principle, and defend that plenitude of pow- 
er which is vetted in Parliament bylaw. We thus fee, that the ne- 
cellary confequence of acting uvon the theory of Locke, is the in- 
trodaction of anarchy, and the deftruciion of all regular govern~- 
ment. ‘To compel the Parliament to appeal tothe people fipon all 
grand confiitutional quettions, would be to alter its very nature, 
to reduce it to a mere atlemblage of popular delegates, without 
coniideration, as without authority. This is the effence of Jacobin- 
ifm. Befides how could the appeal be made ?---"Lo the conitituents 
ot the Houfe of Commons, fay thefe gentlemen. So that while 
they with to extend the right of fuffrage, they labour to abridge the 
benefits of reprefentation, for no one principle of the conftitution 
is more clear than that the Houfe of Commons is the reprefentative 
of theaggregate body of the people. ‘Thus when it acts in its legal 
capacity, the whole mais of the community is virtually reprefented ; 
but, once admit the neceflity of an appeal to its conftztuents, and 
that part of the community, which in every ftate muft conttitute 
a vaft majority, will, of courfe, remain wholly and {pecifically, if 
we may fo fay, unreprefented. Still, as we have obferved, the palm 
of confiftency is due in the prefent inftance, to the admirers of 
Locke, who, having adopted his principles, proceed to deduce the 
confequence, while fuch of their opponents, if there be any of that 
defcription, as admit the former, but combat the latter, difplay an 
inconfittency of the groffeft kind, and have recourfe to that tem- 
Porifing fyftem of policy, which is alike fatal in the cabinet, the 

ienate, and the field. 
On the queftion of the Unron our opinion has been uniform.--- 
We have invariably confidered it as indifpenfibly neceffary for the 
falvation 
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falvation of Ireland, and as effential to the profperity of the 
Britith empire. We accordingly fuggefted the expediency of fuch 
a meafure in our frft Number, and every event which has occurred 
finee that period has ferved to confirm our fentiments. That it 
will be Sn ldradeuptegnes to the fifter kingdom muft appear evi- 
dent to every man who takes the fubjeét into his cool difpaffionate 
confideration ; it will fecure to her the enjoyment of advantages 
which, asa fperete ftate, fhe can have no right toclaim ; and the 
admiflion of her people to all the rights and privileges of Britith 
fubjects, who have hitherto been objects of admiration and envy to 
the whole world, though reprefented as degrading by the prejudiced, 
and fpurned as infulting by the factious, we, who daily feel the 
bleffings that flow from them, muft confider as a proud and honour- 
able diftinction. We truft, therefore, that the Britifh minifter, 
whofe wifdom and fortitude have, on fo many trying occafions, ref- 
cued the empire from imminent peril, fruftrating the machinations 
of envy, and counterating the efforts of difaffeCtion, will perfe- 
vere in difplaying to the people of both countries the neutral advan- 
tages that muft arife from an Union, which will confolidate inte- 
reits, extinguifh jealoufies, cement affection, and deftroy the hopes 
of the common enemy. 





LE — 


Gr For Anfwers to our Correfpondents fee the Appendix ts 
Vol. I. 
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Art. I. The Hiffory of Scotland; from the Acceffion of the 
Houfe of Stuart to that of Mary: with Appendixes of 
original Papers. By John Pinkerton. In two Volumes, 
gto. Pp. 517 and 510. Price 21. 2s. Dilly. 1797. 


HE fubje& of this work is well chofen ; the portion of 
time contained in it had never before been difcuffed 
with equal ability and diligence as preceding parts of Scottifh 
hiftory. A great link was wanting in the chain that fhould 
connect the refearches of Sir David Dalrymple, and other 
writers, on the earlier periods, with the exertions of Drs. 
Robertfon, Stewart, and Whitaker. ‘‘ In the important and 
interefting divifion of Scottith hiftory (fays the author in the 
preface) now before the reader, no pioneer had arifen to 
clear the way ; and the author foon found that the careleffnefs 
and inaccuracy with which it had been treated, exceeded any 
previous expectation he could have formed. Scarce a ftep 
could be advanced without fome doubt arifing in faét, or in 
chronology ; fo that the information of a paragraph is often 
the labour of a differtation.” 
NO. VIII, VOL. II. QO The 
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The fpectacle prefented to us by the hiltory of thofe times 
js neither unentertaining nor uninftruétive. The view 
(fays the profound hiftorian of the Tadieoous Ph ky of 
human manners, in all their vanity of appearances, is both 
profitable and agreeable ; and if the afpect, in fome periods, 
feem horrid and deformed, we may thence fearn to cherith, 
with the greater anxiety, that feience and civility which has 
fo clofe a conneétion witli virtue and humanity, and whch, 
as it is a fovereign antidote againit fuper tition, is alfo the 
moit effectual remedy again{t vice and diforders of every 
kind.” 

Scottifh hiftory, at the period in queftion, exhibits the pro- 
prefs of man from barbariim towards civilization, and is thus 
highly deferving of the philofopher’s attention, During the 
latter part of it, Scotland began to be intimately connected 
with neighbouring {tates : its “affairs, as Dr. Robertfon ob- 
ferves, began to be mingled fo with thofe of other European 
{tates ; its influence on the operations of the neighbouring 
kingdoms was fo vilible, that its hiltory becomes an objec of 
gener ralattention. Although, indeed, ‘the Doctor ; applies this 
obfervation chiefly to his own immediate fubject, it is almott 
equally applicable to the reign of James V. which occupies 
the principal portion of Mr. Pinkerton’s work, ‘The tranf- 
actions of the northern part of this ifland are peculiarly im- 
portant to thefe kingdoms. It was, during the government 
of the Houfe of Stuart, that Scotland began to have a more 
frequent and regular intercourle with her fouthern neighbour ; 
and the connection of the more uncivilized and poorer country 
with the more civilized and richer, TENDED TO PROMOTE 
ITS CIVILIZATION AND ADVANTAGE. ‘The benefits ac- 
cruing to both, in a ftate of partial and interrupted inter- 
courfe, were, no doubt, very inconfiderable, compared to 
thofe which have fince refulted from a fixed and permanent 
UNION: ftill, however, they were confiderable, and in- 
created in proportion to the clofenefs of the conneétion, 

Having made thefe few obfervations on the /uhjed?, we 
fhall now proceed to the plan and execution. 

As utual with us, we fhall firft give an analyfis, illuftrated 
by quotations ; afterwards offer our opinion on the literary 
ability, and the literary and political ufetulnefs, of the work. 
‘The hiftory is divided into fixteen books. The firft nine 
include the reign of the firit tive Princes of the Houfe of 
Stuart ; the lait feven, which are of greater extent, the reigns 
of the " grandfather and father of the beautiful, lovely, and 
unfortunate Mary, 

In 








In commencing the reign of Robert the IId, the firft Mo- 
narch of the Stuarts, we “made an obfervation that we after- 
wards found applicable to every fucceeding reign. ‘This was, 
that Mr. Pinkerton had beftowed great attention on clearing 
the ground; in enabling the reader to perceive the ftate of 
affairs at the outfet. Proceeding to the narrative, he gives a 
fhort account of the family, w hofe official fituation as Hich 
Stewards procured them the firname of Stuart. Mr. Pinkerton 
thinks that this illu(trious Houfe fprung from the noble and 
ancient Englith family of Fitz-Allan. For feveral gene- 
rations the fame family had held the office, when Walte Yr; 
then High Steward, having performed remarkable fervices in 
defending his country againit an invading foe, at the battle of 
Bannockburn, the celebrated Robert Bruce rewarded him with 
the hand of his only daughter. David the IId, dying with- 
out iffue, Robert, fon ot the Lord High Steward, and the 
Princefs, Ficceeded to his uncle’s throne; by the name of 
Robert Stuart. The firft book is devoted to his hiftory. The 
military tronfa€tions of this monarch are more minutely 
known than the civil; the warlike exploits, however unim- 
portant in themfelves, are far from being unimportant in the 
exhibition which they afford of the character and manners of 
the times. “The more private and perfonal contefts of Douglas 
and Percy {Hotfpur) are interefting, from the celebrity of thofe 
heroes in Englith hiftory 5 and, ftill farther, from their having 
exercifed the magic pen of our dramatic Bard. The cha- 
tacter of Robert the [Id is well fketched, though, from want 
of materials, by no means equal in minutene {5 and accuracy 
of feature, in nicenefs of colouring, to fucceeding Sovereigns. 
To one obfervation concerning him we cannot fubferibe :— 

“« He is little known to hiftory, becaufe he was a good King 
and a good man”’ We doubt got that Mr. Pinkerton, on 
recollecting many parts of his own ftores of hiftorical know- 
ledge, will admit, that good Kings, who are good men, are 
not “generally little known to hiftory. Examples in fo obvious 
a cafe are unneceflary to confirm our affertion. Robert the 
[Id, like his defcendant Charles the IId, left the molt nu- 
merous monuments of his exiftence in illegitimate progeny. 
In the genealogical tree of the Houfe of Stuart his atchieve- 
ments are very confpicuous. ‘The next chapter contains the 
reign of Robert the I] Td, a weak contemptible Prince, very 
unfit for fwaying the fceptre among turbulent Barons, power- 
ful from their warlike charaéters ; the extent of their pof- 
feffions, number of their retainers, joined by the patriarchal 
ties of clanthip, in addition to thofe of attachment to their 
liege Lord. It appears that he left his government to the 
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Duke of Albany, an ambitious and treacherous Prince, who 
caufed the murder of Robert’s eldeft fon. “The weaknets of 
Robert, however, and the wickednefs of Albany, proved 
eventually inftrumental to the melioration of Scotland. Ro- 
bert, confcious of his own inability to proteét his children, 
refolved to fend James, now his eldeft fon, to his friend the 
King of France. The Prince, a boy of eleven years old, 
was captured by the Englifh, and very difhononrably detained 
in confinement by Henry the ] Vth, and even by his celc- 
brated fon ; but very fortunately for James himielf, as he 
received a literary education, and applied with great vigour 
to the principles of jurifprudence and legiflation. After 
nineteen years detention he was releafed, and afcended the 
throne of his anceftors. 

Mr. Pinkerton adopts a new mode as to the difpofition of 
his chara€ters of feveral Princes, giving them at the com- 
mencement inftead of the conclufion of their reigns. Of this 
arrangement we do not approve ; becaufe the reader, when 
he meets a character previous to the knowledge of the coun- 
fels and actions of the conduct, fentiments, and principles, 
which conftitute the charaéter, he cannot determine whether 
the hiftorian’s pi€ture be juft or unjuft. We think the ufual 
mode, therefore, much more judicious ; as from it we have 
the items in detail before a fummary is attempted, and thus 
may be able to perceive whether they tally. “Though we 
obje&t to this as a point of order, we, on the other hand, 
admit, that the charaéters are fkiltully and ably prefented to 
us in the narrative, 

The mind of James the Firft, naturally vigorous, and ex- 
panded by intercourfe with a nation farther advanced in civi- 
lization than his own, perceived the great inferiority of his 
kingdom to that of England, and that the chief caufe of the 
inferiority was, that in Scotland there was not a regular code 
of laws ; that the Nobles were not undey proper fubordination 
to eftablifhed government. To enact good laws, to reduce 
the Nobles into proper fubjection, to make the admini{tration 
of juftice exact, were James’s great objeéts. Mr. Pinkerton’s 
account of his reign is, at once, concife and full. Here, 
indeed, as he obferves, ample materials for the hiftory of ' 
peace begin to be found. Thefe materials are chiefly a com- 
plete feries of laws, now firft (at leaft fince the deftru€tion of 
the archives by Edward) regularly recorded. James appears, 
by this narration, to have been, in a great degree, the Jufti- 
nian of Scotland, as Edward was of England. Having re- 
formed the government, he proceeded to punifh thofe who 
had been guilty of rapine, encroachment, or any other 

wickednefs, 
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wickednefs, during the weaknefs of his father, or his own com- 

ulfory abfence. He recalled the alienations of royal reve- 
nue that had taken place. Obferving that the encroachments 
of the Nobles moit frequently arofe trom combinations, 
either for the purpofe of robbery, or warding off punifhment, 
he procured a law to be ena@ted declaring fuch confederacies 
illegal. The vigour of James {tirred up a con{piracy of No~ 
bles, who aflaflinated him. From Mr. Pinkerton’s narration 
we fee, in detail, the juftnefs of Dr. Robertfon’s general ob- 
fervation, ‘‘ that his maxims and manners were too refined 
for the age in which he lived;”” a remark fomewhat fimilar to 
that which Hume applies to Henry II. when endeavouring 
to reprefs the power, and expofe the impoftures, of Thomas 
Becket. 

After the death of James, there follows a retrofpe&t ; rift, of 
the {tate of the people, and of civilization; 2d, government, 
Jaws, tactics; 3d, agriculture, ufeful arts; 4th, commerce, 
money, navigation ; “sth, ecclefiattical hiftory, literature, lan- 
guage; 6th, ornamental arts, manners, drefs. This differ- 
tation is, perhaps, too long for the body of the work, as it 
keeps the narration fufpended for a confiderable time. It is, 
however, amufing, and not devoid of in{ftruGtion. 

In thefe difquifitions we think that, if Mr. Pinkerton 
kept more to thofe {trong and accurate ftatements which mark 
his narratives, and dealt lefs in general abitract obfervations, 
he might pleafe more without in{tructing lefs. Of his ab- 
{trations we admit moft to be true; but then they are 
very obvious ; for inftance, *‘ Even infants difplay, fome a 
perverfe, others a placid, difpofition.”-—** In whatever form 
of adminiftration, only a part can fhine upon the public 
theatre, and thus attract the notice of hiftory.”” This appears 
like an affe€tation of philofophy, when the propofitions are 
fo undoubtedly true, that every man of common fenfe muft 
perceive their juftnefs on hearing them pronounced. Another 
appearance of affectation, very evident in the difquifitions, is, 
an attempt to raife a common thought by figurative language. 
Thus, in endeavouring to prove that good ruler s promote public 
happine/s more than bad, he thinks it neceflary to ufe the fol. 
lowing illuftration:—‘* The influence (of rulers) like that of 
the electric element, is rarely unveiled to the An eye, 
though the fubtle fluid operate moft widely on the public 
health.’ We regret thefe little conceits the “orig as the 
talents and knowledge of Mr. Pinkerton afford a plentitul 
fiore of the beft materials. Why have recourile to tinfe!, 
when there is no want of valuable metal? 

In this retrofpect the author fhews us that the Englith 
education of James contributed to the civilization of his 
kingdom, 
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kingdom. He fhews, alfo, the efficacy and neceflity of 
VIGOUR in imparting tranquillity and happinefs to people 
who had been led to fedition and infurrection. James was 
the firft that ordered the Statutes to be tranflated into the 
Scottifh tongue. After fome very able obfervations on the 
‘inefficacy of laws without manners, we are fhocked by a moft 
incongruous, pompous, metaphor, to exprefs what was very 
lain ‘without one—that laws will not correét bad habits fo 
readily as education may. ‘ The roots of national habits are 
too deep to be effected by the thunder of laws, the flow di- 
vulfion of education can alone explode them.” How can 

divulfion EXPLODE? 
Speaking of the civilization of Scotland, Mr. Pinkerton 
gives the following account ot the diforders and depredations, 
which were never effectually repretfed till the regular admi- 
niftration of law, confe ‘quent upon UNION with an indutftri- ) 
ous and civilized ftate, foftened and gradually expelled bar- 
barifm, introduced induftry, and its attendants, knowledge 
and integrity. The Ketherani, or Kerns, (fays he,) or 
marauding Highlanders, by continual tnroads into the low 
countries, greatly obitruged the progrefs of induitry and 
civilization ; and this intelline evil, more pernicious than fo- 
reign inv afion, continued to a late period. Strangers to that 
induftry which excites the Swifs peafant to cultivate the pre- 
cipice, and the Norwegian to derive that fupport from the 
fea which the land refu! es, the Highlanders fupplied their 
wants by rapine; and the ceil animofity was increafed by 
the difference ot origin, language, and manners; fo that the 
difficulties with which the government had to flruggle » and 
the obftacles agatntt order, were, perh aps, greater in Scotland 
than in any other ft uropean kingdom.”” James himfelf deli- 
neated the manners of the common people in a poem called 
‘6 Peblis tothe Play."” this delineation, however, contains 
nothing particularly curious. It does not convey any thing 
peculiar characteriltic ot the barbarifm of the times. One 
inftance, indeed, appears of lefs progrefs in refinement than 
was known in the fucceeding century: the mufic at this play, ; 
or annual feitival, arofe folely from the bagpipe.—In the 
retrofpects or digreflions Mr. Pinkerton, with great induftry 
and ability, marks the ftruggles between the ufurpations ot 
the feudal ariftocracy and the laws of the land; ufurpations 
which were never fully overturned till after the Union WITH 
Eneiaxp. The abolition of heritable jurifdidtions in Scot- 
land, which a Scotch Parliament, confifling chietly of mem- | 
bers ‘whofe own power and confequence was fupported by | 
thefe, was the act of the Britifh Parliament, from which the 
prefent 
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prefent profperity of Scotland may be dated. Had there been 
wo U NION, that law would not have been enacted, and Scot- 
land, in the eighteenth century, might not have ane a great 
deal farther adv. anced in jult government and profperity than 
fhe was in the times which Mr. Pinkerton defcribes. 

The minority of James II. tended to increafe the power of 
the Nobility, which it had been fo much the object of his 
father to reduce. The principal minifters of the minor 
King were Livington and Crichton ; the tormer having the 
care of the King’s perfon, the latter who was Chancellor of 
Public Affairs. The mott powerful Baron of the times was 
Earl Douglas, who, defpiling the authority of an infant 
Prince, afpired at independence. ‘The power and character 
of the ferocious chieftain, with the demeanour and conduct 
which his many advantages produced in an inexperienced 
ce are concifely, yet forcibly » deferibed by the author ;— 


‘ The ore of the houfe of Douglas had arifen to a formidable 
weet and, during this reign, to contend with the royal authority. 
Galloway, Annandale, and other extenfive territories in Scotland, 
the duchy of ‘Touraine and lordthip of Longueville in Fr: nce, ren- 
dered, to the chief of that family, revenues, perhaps, equiv alent to 
thofe of the Scottifh Monarch. ‘The young Earl, now in his fix- 
teenth year, pofleffed the impetuous fpirit and haughtinefs natural to 
his age and fortune. His higheft ule, that of Duke of Touraine, 
which a weak regency had permitted the houfe to affume,. and which 
impolicy had not applied the French King to difcontinue, embol.- 
dened Douglas to regard himfelt as a foreign Prince, inde pendent of 
the laws of his country. ‘The prudence of age might have induced a 
concealment of pomp and power from the fear of envy and danger ; 
but, in the arrogance of youth, William, Earl of Douglas, “dif. 
played a conftant train of one thoufand horic, and a dazzling mag. 
nificence in his houfehold ; nay, he would even create Knights, and 
hold courts in imitation of Parliaments,’’ 


The Chancellor, irritated at the infults offered to Go- 
vernment by the power of Douglas, which his adminiftration 
was too feeble to curb, decoyed him and his brother to the 
caftle of Edinburgh, and treacheroufly murdered them both. 
This a&t rendered the Chancellor univerfally odious. The 
next heir of the houfe of Douglas being a peaceable and indo- 
lent man, did not attempt to avenge the injury ; but hedying 
two years after, was fucceeded by his fon, who had all the 
pride, courage, and ferocity, of the houfe of Douglas, with 
more experience than the youth who had been flain. Douglas 
ltrengthened the intereft of his family by the marriage of 
himfelf and three brothers into potent vier Thus increa- 
ling his power, he endeavoured to fecure it by courting the 
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favour of the young King, who was impatient under the cons 
: troul of his Miniiters. ‘This influence procured an Aét of 
Parliament declaring Crichton a rebel. Crichton, pofleffing 
the caltle of Edinburgh, was enabled to make fuch terms 
with the Douglas intereft, which, now feconded by the King, 
overned Scotland, that he faved his eitate and honours. 
War breaking out with England, then weakened by a long 
conteft with France, (a weaknefs which the feeble character 
and divided counfels of Henry VI. were fo ill calculated to 
remedy,) the Scotch, under Earl Douglas, were victorious, 
The victories, however, tended much more to difplay the 
hereditary prowefs of that gallant houfe, than to obtain any 
effectual advantage to his country. They alfo increafed his 
arrogance and averlion to yield obedience to his Sovereign, 
and the laws of his country. James, now arrived at man’s 
eftate, ceafed his attachment to Douglas, which had been ra- 
ther a fit of boyifh fondnefs, than the attachment of a man, 
and a King, to one whom he knew deferving to be trufted, 
His chief confidence he again repofed in the experience of 
Crichton, and his counfels were farther aflilted by the benign 
and patriotic prudence of Bifhop Kennedy.* The reduétion 
of the power of Douglas within bounds compatible with the 
fovereignty of the King and the laws, was a moft important 
object of James and his counfellors. “The commencement of 
the King’s active authority was fignalized by a memorable 
Parliament, in which many regulations were iffued that were 

articularly falutary in their tendency to re{train the power of 
Ticaghes, and in repairing the evils which its abufe had created, 
but generally beneiicial in preparing for the depreffion of the 
feudal ariftocracy, and the equal adiminiftration of laws, ex- 
alting, at once, the prerogatives of the Crown, and enlarging 
the freedom and happinefs of the people; to both of which 
the ufurpations of Chieftains were equally inimical. This 
period is, indeed, an epoch in the legal and conftitutional 
hiftory ot Scotland, contidered, by Dr. Robertfon, as more ad- 
vantagcous to the prerogative, and more fubverfive of the pri- 
vileges of the ariffocracy, than any period during the reign of 
either a former or fubfequent Monarch of Scotland. Dr. Ro- 
bertfon’s opinion is jultified by Mr. Pinkerton’s enumeration 
of the regulations made ; the heads of which we fhall extract 
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* A learned and good man, Bifhop of St. Andrew’s, (then only 
an Epifcopal See,) benefactor to the Univerfity eftablifhed there in 
the preceding reign, and founder, we believe, of its College of St. 
Salvador. 
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from his work, as it fhews the ftate in which Scotland then 
was, and the moft effe€tual means of eftablifhing good govern- 
ment among a barbarous people :— 


“6 Tt is ordained,*”’ fays he, “* that a general peace be proclaimed 
through all the realm, fo that all men travel in fecurity, without any 
rotection, fave that of the King’s peace; and if any fubject ftand 
in fear of another, he may have borrowes of peace, that is, a pledge 
for his good behaviour ; that juft and able judges be appointed ; that 
the Jufticiary fhall pafs twice through the country in the year, as 
ordered by ancient laws; that any rebellion againft the King be 
punifhed according to its nature, and by the advice of the three 
eftates ; and if any openly rebel, or make war upon the King’s fub- 
jects, in defiance of his prohibition, the King fhall advance againft 
them with the whole force of the land, if neceflary, and punifh them 
according to their deferts.”” 


Thefe unufual ordinances fufficiently paint the diforders into 
which the bad adminiftration of Douglas had thrown the 
kingdom. Other ftatutes decree, that if any perfon affift 
thofe who fhall be brought to juftice, he fhall be punifhed 
equally with the tranfyreffors ; that the Warden of the 
Secchbe fee that the truce be ftriétly obferved, and appoint 
fuch officers as he fhall anfwer for; that adminiftrators of law, 
who willingly tranfgrefs, fhall lofe their office for a year, and 
be fined; that defpoilers be compelled to make full and 
fpeedy reftitution, pay all expences, and a fine to the King; 
that the Jufticiary, or Juftice General, the Chamberlain, the 
Coroners, or other officers, obliged to travel through the 
country, have but a moderate attendance, that they may not 
annoy the people; that foreftallers of corn be punifhed, and 
the corn forfeited to the King ; and that even the poffeffors of 
= keep no more than is neceflary for their annual con- 
umption, and fell the remainder in open market, at the 
current price. 

Above all, one remarkable act of this parliament deferves 
attention, being conceived in the following terms :— 


*‘ It is ordained, that if any man, as God fotbid, commit, or 
do treafon, againft the King’s perfon, or his majefty, or rife in war 
againft him, or lay hands upon his perfon violently, of whatever age 
the King be, young or old; or receive any that have committed 
treafon, or that fupply them with help or advice, or garrifon the 
houfe of them who are convicted of treafon, and hold their houfes 
againft the King, or garrifon houfes of their own, in affiftance of the 


@usees 





* See Vol. I. p. 241. 
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King’s rebels ; or that affault caftles, or eg where the Kirig’s 
wer J fhall happen to be, without the confent of the three eftates, 
thall be punifhed as traitors.”’ 


This ftatute has occafioned altercations between the fa- 
vourers of Monarchy and thofe who attach ideas of freedom 
to a Parliament of the middle ages, when the only difpute 
lay between Monarchy and Ariftocracy. 

It was farther ordained, that all the regalities in the royal 
poffeffion fhould be judged by the King’s Jufticiary ; and 
the freeholders of fuch regalities fhould appear in parliament 
equally with thofe of the royal domain. As many large 
eitates had fallen to the crown, in the preceding reign, this 
meafure feems intended to increafe the King’s influence in 
parliament ; and fuch was the {pirit of the times, that to 
increafe the power of the Sovereign was to enlarge the free- 
dom and happinefs of the people, labouring under the worft 
tyranny, that of a feudal ariftocracy. Other prudent ftatutes 
concern the punifhment of robbery ; the regulation of the 
coin, and the penalties of contumacy againit the courfe of 
juftice. Such laws fhine, like a corufcation, amid the night 
of barbarifm ; but, it is believed, imparted little of vital heat 
to the political atmofphere. It is eafy to form good laws: 
the difficulty lies in the execution. ‘The chief felicity of a 
nation is, to have few laws, and to be accuftomed to obey 
them, ' 

(To be continued.) 





Arr. Il. The Hifory, Civil and Ecclefiaftical, and Survey 
of the Antiquities, of Winchefter. By the Rev. John Milner, 
M.A. F. S.A. In two Vols. 4to. Pp. 728. Price 
21. 12s. 6d. Robins, Winchelter; Cadell and Davies, 
London. 1798. 


R. Johnfon obferved, that bookfellers, at the prefent day, 

are the grand patrons of literature; and we are fully 
convinced of the truth of his remark. But what are the con- 
fequences? Authers are paid in proportion to the number of 
pages ; the volumes mu({t have an elegant appearance, a broad 
margin, and large type ; and men mutt write for the prefent 
day and immediate emolument, not for the information of 
polterity, or a confpicuous fituation in the temple of Fame. 
We introduce our critique, on this publication, with fuch 
reflections, becaufe Mr. Milner informs us that he was little 


"* more than a twelvemonth” in preparing his firft quarto 


volume 
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volume for the prefs, though he had not previoufly imagined 
«¢ that he fhould ever add to the lift of local hiftories,’’ and 
that he “ furnifhes this faithful account and defcription of 
Winchefter” on the application of a “ refpeétable bookfeller 
and printer.” From fuch a preface we had little reafon to 
expect much original information, or accurate detail; our 
natural pre-conceptions, however, are, in this inftance, erro- 
neous ; for the author has inyeftigated our ancient chroniclers 
with laborious fidelity, and muft have previoufly acquired 
great f{tores of antiquarian knowledge. 

This hiftory, like the learned Hiftory ef Manchefter, not 
only contains the ia oe toto defcription of a particular 
place, but occafionally illuftrates the manners, cuftoms, and 
annals, of the whole nation, ‘When a writer diligently exa- 
mines the records of antiquity on a particular fubject, he 
inftantly difcovers the errors of fuch authors who write on 
general information without the fatigue of refearch, and who 
give authorities for their aflertions which they have never 
feen. Men, like Hume, devoid of principle, and os ae 
jefs of truth, frequently deceive their readers by fuch re- 
ferences ; and, as the devil can quote Scripture for his pur- 
pofe, fuch pert fcholars mention authentic documents in proof 
of their narration, which, on examination, entirely con- 
tradict their ftatement. To this purpofe Mr. Milnes 
obferves— 


“ The moit celebrated of our modern hiftorians fays, that Ina, ¢ in 
the decline of his age, made a pilgrimage to Rome, and on his return 
fhut himfelf up in a cloifter, where he died.’ Hume, Hift. of Eng, 
€.1. In fupport of this account he quotes Bede, Chron, Sax, Higd, 
Will. Malm. Hen. Hunt, Mat. Weft. Now, the truth is, every 
one of this formidable band of hiftorians gives the lie to this accounr, 
according to whom Ina did not return to England, but died at Rome ; 
nor is there any mention or intimation of his living in a cloifter. 
Let the brief Saxon Chronicle fpeak in the name of the other autho. 
rities quoted ; * An. 728. Hoc anno Ina profettus eft Romam, & 
ibi animam efflavit.’ In the preceding part of the fame chapter this 
writer, in giving the fucceflion of our Weft Saxon Kings, fays, that 
: Ceaulin being expelled the throne, Cwichelm and Cuthwin, his 
fons, governed jointly the kingdom, till the expulfion of the latter 
in $91, and the death of the former in 593, made way for Cealric,’ 
For the truth of this ftatement he appears to quote the Saxon Chro- 
nicle and Higden, both of whom flatly contradict it. * An. 591. 
Hoc anno Ceawlinus pulfus eft Ceolricus quinque annos regnavit.’ 
Chron. Sax.--* An. 597, Hoc anno Ceolwulphus incepit regnare 
in Occidentalibus Saxonibus.” Ibid. ‘The fame is the account of 
Higden, Will. Malm. Hen. Hunt. &c. Here we evidently fee there 
18 no room fer the reign of either Cwichelm or Cuthwin, In fact, 

R2 Cwichelin 
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‘Cwichelm was the brother, not the fon, of Ceaulin, and neither he 


nor Cuthwin ever reigned, and therefore neither of them could be 


dethroned, The truth is, it was Ceaulin himfelf who was expelled 


the throne in 5g1. The writer goes on; ‘ to him (Cealric) fuc- 
ceeded Ceobald, in 593.” He had told us in the preceding line, that 
it was Cealric himfelf who came to the throne in 593. Such unpar. 
donable careleffnefs in writing hiitory proves that the author’s obje& 
was to amufe rather than to inftruct. The learned Whitaker, in his 
Hiftory of Manchefter, has obliged the world with a juft criticifm on 
three or four of the firft pages of Hume’s hiftory. An equal number 
of errors might be collected from the fame quantity of matter, in this 
and moft of our other modern hiftorians.”” Pp. 104—105, note. 


We have long been acquainted with the inaccuracies of this 
philofophic fceptic ; we well know that there is fcarce one 
page in his hiftory which contains not unfaithful accounts of 
our ancient hiftory, and deceitful infinuations from this malig- 
nant Deift, on all fubjeéts relative to Chriftianity. Thus, 
when the great Alfred had totally defeated the Danes, taken 
Gunthrum prifoner, and granted the moft favourable terms 
to this King, and thofe of his army who were willing to 
adopt the Chriftian faith, the infidel fuggefts— 


«¢ That ¢ Gunthrum and his army were admitted to baptifm, with, 
out much argument, inftruction, or conference,’ On the contrary, 
it appears that three weeks were employed in preparing thefe converts 
for ‘he facrament of initiation, and twelve days afterwards in con. 
firming them in their good purpofes by farther inftruions. The 
event juftified the wifdom of Alfred’s conduct, contidered in a mere 

litical light, Gunthrum, who, whilft a pagan, had repeatedly 
a his folemn engagements and treaties, after his baptifm proved 
faithful and peaceable in fome very trying circymftances.’’ P.1 30, note, 


As the readable compilation of this philofopic writer is 
in the higheft repute, we feel it our duty to ftate thofe accu- 
fations of wilful falfehoods which are preferred againft him 
by other hiftorians, It is with this view that we extra¢t fome 
farther charges of the kind, from the Hiftory of Winchefter :— 


«¢ No nation, in any age, can fhew fo long a fucceflion of great 
and good Kings, as thofe who fwayed the f{ceptre in this regal city, 
from Egbert down to Edmund. But the royal dignity futfered an 
eclipfe in the perfon of Edwy, the elder fon of the late King Edmund, 
who next fucceeded to the throne, at that time not fourteen years of 
age. He was a youth of fome good qualities, and exquifitely pro- 
portioned,* but licentious and ungovernable in the extreme. This 

difpofition 





* «© Pre nimia pulchritudine paxca/: fortitus eft nomen.’ Ethelw, 
1, ty, c. v311,— Pancalus, i, ¢, Targaa@-, ex omni parte aes” 
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difpofition rendered him a prey to a wicked woman of great beauty 
and high birth, being nearly related to himfelf,t by name Algiva, 
who, together with her grown-up daughter, inveigled and corrupted 
him to fuch a degree,t as to caufe him, foon after he had been 
crowned and anointed King, to leave the coronation feaft, and the 
compariy of his nobles, for. the purpofe of giving himfelf up to their 
lewd company.§ This was a general fubject of fcandal to his nume- 
rous fubjects, then aflembled at the ceremony, and particularly to his 
noble guefts, who, after waiting fome time, obliged his tutor, St. 
Dunttan,|| and his relation, Kinfey, Bifhop of Litchfield, to go and 
withdraw the mifguided youth from fuch unworthy company, and 
conduét him back to their aflembly.{ In fact, both the propofal 
and the execution of this meafure were loyal and friendly to the real 
interelts of Edwy, The confequences, however, were fatal, not 
only to St. Dunftan himfelf, but alfo to the whole monaftic profeflion, 
of which he was the avowed patron, all of whom, together with 
their fervants, at the inftigation of the aforefaid women, the enraged 
youth drove into exile.** There is the greater reafon for dwelling 
upon the tranfactions mentioned above, as, in their remote confe- 
quences, they brought about that remarkable change in the clergy of 
this city, which we fhall have to mention in the following reign. 
We are not furprized that the continuance of fuch a conduct, as this 





We cannot fail of being furprized at finding the Greck language fo 
much in ufe amongft our anceitors, in the tenth century, as appears 
by the titles and names which they adopted. For example, Rdgar, 
upon his coins, and in his charters, almoft always termed himfelf 
Bafileus, inftead of Rex. In like manner, the proper appellation 
for the heir apparent was C/yto, quafi Kavr@, for illuitrious, &c.’’ 

+ “ Proxime cognatam. Will, Malm.” 

t “ Huic quedam mulier innupta, licet natione precelfa, cum 
adulta filia per nefandum familiaritatis lenocinium adhzrebat, ut fefe 
vel filiam Pam, fub conjugali tituto fociaret, quas ille alternatim 
libidinofe traCtavit. Mat. Weft ad. an. 955.” 

§ “* In die qua in regem confecratus eft, confeftim poft regiam 
unctionem, de menfa, fubito profiluit princeps, & lta reliquit con- 
vivia ut lafcivus voluptatem lenocinii vinolentus compleret. Ibid. — 
Ipfe die quo in regem facratus fuerat, dum de rebus feriis & regno 
neceflariis inter eos ageretur, e medio, quafi ludibundus, prorupit in 
triclinium & in complexum ganex devolutus. Fremere omnes, &c. 
Will. Malm. De Reg, 1. 11. ¢. vii.” 

| ** Ofbern, in Vit, St. Dunft. Chron. Joan Walling.’’ 

QZ “* Invenerunt (Dunftanus abbas & Kynefius epifcopus) coronam 
de capite ejus, & eum medium inter duas matrem, Ethelgyvam no- 
mine & filiam alternatim eas lafcive, &c. Chron. J. Walling. In 
Vita S. Odonis. In Vit. St. Dunft.”” 

** « Will, Malm. Ofbern. Hift. Ramefienfis.”’ 
inconfiderate 
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inconfiderate Prince had given an example of, at his coronation, 
fhould have undermined his throne. Within the {pace of two years 
all his fubjects, to the north of the river Thames, revolted from him, 
and chofe his brother Edgar for their King ;* fo that, for the re. 
maining two years of his life, the authority of Edwy was confined to 
this city, and the annexed kingdom of the Weft Saxons. He died in 
the year 959,+ before he had attained his eighteenth year, and was 

interred 





* «6 Mat. Welt.” 

+ «© Chron. Bromp. Rudborne.—Tr is aftonifhing to what lengths 
of mifrepreientation and barefaced falfehood the fpirit of irreligion 
frequently carries our modern hiftorians. An initance of it occurs 
with refpect to the hiftory now before us, in which the fenfe of the 
original writers referred to, is moft fhamefully and malicioufly per- 
verted, by Carte, Hume, Guthrie, Rapin, &c. For—1ft. Thefe 
writers perfilt in afferting, that the royal youth was a¢tually mar- 
ried, at the time of his coronation, to one of the ladies whom he was 
familiar with. Now this is contrary to the teftimony of the original 
writers, as may be gathered from the above quoted paflage of Mathew 
of Weitminiter, amongft many others that might be brought forward. 
In fupport ad their aflertion, they cite William of Malmfbury, whofe 
words are; * Proxime cognatam invadens, uxorem ejus forme depe- 
ribat,’ (De Reg. I. 11, ¢. vit;) which means, that he was dying 
to make her his wife. Hence he never fpeaks. of her afterwards but 
under the name of gaxzea and pellex, the former of which words 
Carte, who undertakes to give the original pafiage itfelf, as it ftands 
in Malmibury, renders gueen, the latter asfe / Almott every other 
fentence in the verfion in queftion is equally unfaithful, zdly, Thefe 
writers, particularly Hume and Carte, take great pains to reprefent 
the conduct of Edwy as not exceeding the bounds of decorum, ‘To 
judge of their candour and truth let their account, with reipect to 
this particular, be compared with the paffages of Weitminiter and 
Wallingford, cited above, the latter of whom, Hume, has the confidence 
to appeal to in his notes. gdly. Both the above-mentioned writers 
make ufe ot every foul art, both by additions and fuppre _ to 
blacken the character of thofe good men, whom patt ages have viewed 
with veneration, ‘ Dunitan, (fays Hume) conjectured the vibes of 
the King’s retreat, and carrying with him Odo, Archbifhop of Can. 
terbury, over whom he had gained an entire afcendincy, he burtt 
into the apartment, upbraided Edwy, and, probably, beftowed on the 
Queen the mofl opprobrious epithet.’ Wail it be believed, without 
ocular demonitration, that our modern author profefies to build this 
account on the relation of Will. Malm. Otberne, and Mat. Weft ? 
The paffage referred to in the firft of thefe hiilorians has been given 
above. Let us now attend to what the two latter fay : £ Subito en- 
hiluit (Edwyus) duarum faminarum eum opperientium intandum con- 
fortium 
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interred in thé New Minfter of this city, to which, in his life time, 
he had been a benefaftor.* Pp. 151—154. 

Again— 


« Edgar was chiefly guided, both in his public and private con. 


. du&, by the advice of St. Dunftan, archbifhop of Canterbury, one 


of the greateft men of his age, but who has fuilered almoft as much in 
his charaéter, from the officioufnefs of his friends,t as from the ma- 
lice of his enemies. Befides being eminent for piety and learning, he 
alfo excelled in the liberal arts, particularly in painting, carving, and 
mypfic.t His greateft praife, however, was to have animated his 
ofl Edear, as he had done Edmund and Edred, the father and the 
uncle of this Prince, to promote the fecurity and happinefs of his fube 
jects,) and at the fame time to have helped him to overcome his 
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fortium expetens. Quz res confidentium mentes magno pudoris 
merore dejecit, Habito autem coniilio inter eos, quid: facto opus 
eflet, miffus eft ab Archiepifcopo (viz. Odone) & primoribus venera- 
bilis abbas Dunftanus regem ab illicitis amplexibus abftrahere & ad 
regiain fedem inter principes revocare.’ Ofbern, De Vit. S. Odon. 
Ang. Sac. Vol. 11. p. 83. § Pari & communi omnium voro Dunftanus 
compellitur, qui regem adeat, &c.’ Idem, Vit. S. Dunft. p. 105. 
“ Difplicuit faétum optimatibus & B. abbatem Dunftanum miferunt 
ad regem reducendum. Qui juxta principum juffla, adjun¢to fibi 
Cynefio epifcopo, cognato fuo, thalamum ingreflus invenerunt coro- 
nam regiam in terram negligenter avulfam....regemque inter utrafque 
in volutabro voluntantem.’ Mat. Welt. ad an. g55. In addition 
to the malice, we cannot but be ftruck with the fupine negligence of 
the hiftorian, in making Odo accompany Dunftan on this occafion. 
This writer and Carte, from whom he borrows, are guilty of equal 
inaccuracy in confounding the hiftory of the two women in queftion. 
We gather from the above quoted paflage of Wallingford, that it was 
the mother, not the daughter, who was called Algiva, but we are 
left in the dark, by original writers, which of them was branded in 
the face by order of Odo, and afterwards hamftrung near Gloucetter, 
by the authority of the Thanes, then in arms againft Edwy. Ofbern, 
Vit. St. Dunft. Ang. Sac. Vol. 11, P. 106." 

* «© Annal. Wint. apud Creffy.”’ 

+ “ Ofbern, and the other writers of his life, who feem to have 
transformed his vifions into real fa¢ts.’’ 

t “ Ofbern, &c. ‘The inftrument on which he himfelf played 
was the harp; but he gave organs to the monaftery of Malmibury, 
which, from the defcription of them, appear to have been of the fame 
conftru¢tion with thofe in prefent ufe : ¢ Organa ubi per filtulas zreas, 
muficis menfuris elaboratas, dudum conceptas follis vomit anxius 
auras.’ Will, Malm. in Vit. S. Aldhelmi.’’ 

$ © St. Dunftan, and our St. Ethelwold, are called by the jadi- 
cious hiftorian, Henry of Huntingdon, who was no monk, the 
Lirica, or breaft plate of England, Hift, |. vy.” 
private 
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128 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


rivate vices. For this prelate did not connive at the insontinency of 
fis friend Edgar any more than he had countenanced the licentiouf. 
nefs of his enemy Edwy, and it was through his apoftolical reproaches 
and exhortations that this illuftrious Monarch, like another David 
or Theodofius, undertook a voluntary penance of feven years,* one 
part of which was not to wear his crown during all that cime.t 


(Io be continued.) 
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Art. III. Bowles’s Retrof/pe ; or, a Collection of Traéts, Sc. 
(Concluded from Pp. 17.) 


R. Bowles having demonftrated that Locke had him- 
felf overthrown that very principle of individual con- 
fent which conftituted the foundation of his fyftem, proceeds 
to analyze the different parts of his fanciful fabric; he ex- 
pofes, with great fuccefs, the abfurdity of. the fuppofition, 
that men, in a {late of nature, could ever affemble for the 
purpofe of entering into a folemn compatt, “ to live together 
in a commonwealth, fubje&t to government and laws.’’— 
Admitting all the preliminary difficulties to be fubdued, though 
fo long as man remains fuch as the Creator formed him, fuch 
difficulties muft be infurmountable, {till ‘‘ the greateft wonder 
remains to be noticed.” 


«© A number of individuals, whofe will had never been accuftomed 
to controul, whofe paffions had never been fubject to reftraint, and 
who had juft been performing an aét of the greateft importance, the 
formation of a fociety, to fecure, to each of them, invaluable advan- 
tages, which could not poflibly exift in a ftate of nature—each of 
thefe individuals is to poffefs fuch a felf-command, as to engage to 
give up his future will, whenever it fhall be at variance with that of 
a majority of his new affociates, with whom he never had any pre- 
vious intercourfe, and from whom he had always fled through fear, 
unlefs he made them flee from his fuperior ftrength. In the moft 
refined ftage of civilization, if the individuals of a nation were to be 
entirely releafed from their focial conneétion, by the diffolution of 
their government, there would be no chance of their fubmitting the 
difpofal of their fate to the calm decifion of a majority ; on the con- 
trary, it is highly probable, nay, abfolutely certain, that a very 





* « Ofbern, in Vit. S. Dunft. Will. Malm.’”’ 

+ * Tidem. Hume, who fpeaks with indignation of the flight- 
nefs of this penance, fuppreffes the other parts of it, viz. his fafting, 
his care to enact good laws, his tranfcribing, with his own hand, 
the facred Scriptures, and diftributing them to different churches.” 
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{mali proportion would {peak and decide for the whole. But it 
feems that, in a ftate of nature, man is abundantly more trattable 
than in a ftate of fociety ; and that civilization has only rendered 
him more felf-willed, obitinate, and impetuous. Pity that he fhould 
ever have inade fo difadvantageous an exchange!’’ Pp. 297—298. 


The author juftly obferves, that the whole hypothefis of 
Locke is fo very repugnant to every idea of practicability, 
that it deferves only to be confidered as a fable ; yet, alas! 
how long has this fable ferved to impofe on mankind, and to 
what fatal confequences has it led! 


“It has proved a moft fertile fource of difturbance, fedition, 


flaughter, and anarchy. ‘The levelling dottrine of a natural equality 
of rights affords a ready pretext to artful and turbulent men to excite 
the multitude to difcontent and infurrection. What can be fo flat. 
tering to the lower orders as fuch dottrines ? What more calculated 
to make them diffatisfied with their condition in life, or to ftimulate 
them to acts of outrage and cruelty againft their fuperiors in rank 
or fortune? By fuch pretexts have fome of the moft horrid fcenes 
recorded in hiftory been produced—From fuch caufes have proceeded 
fome of the moft defperate and furious infurreétions which have dif. 
turbed the repofe, or endangered the exiftence, of Nations.* At laft 
arofe a fect of philofophers, with Mr. Locke at their head, who 
inculcated thefe principles as a fyftem ; who, without any view to 
difturbance, unfettled the minds of men refpecting their focial duties, 
and their obligations of refpect, fubmiffion, and allegiance, by teach- 
ing them that the whole frame of fociety originated in the individual 
exercife of natural and unalienable rights ; that the members of fociety 
are, at all times, intitled to diflolve the bonds which they had 
voluntarily formed—to refume the powers which they had {ponta- 
neoufly conferred—and to bring before their high tribunal the per. 
fons whom they had invefted with authority. This fyftem, after 
being long propagated with incredible induitry, and ailifted in its 
operation, by another fect of philofophers, who laboured, with dread. 


_ 





* © Tn an excellent pamphlet, intitled, An Hiftoricat Eifuy on 
the Principles of Political Affociations in a State,’ by the Rev. John 
Brand, the moft remarkable infurre¢tions which have been produced 
by the operation of the principle of matwral eguality are enumerated. 
Thefe are, principally, the infurrection of the Jews, begun in the 
reign of Nero and terminated in that of Vefpafian—the infurre¢tions 
of the Bagaudee and Jacquerie in France, and that of Wat Tyler in 
England ; which latter was fomented by feditious orators, one of 
whom, John Ball, a prieft, went about the country teaching the 
equal right of men to liberty, and all the goods of nature, the tyranny 
of artificial diftinétion, and the idea of primitive equality, See 
allo Hume's Hiftory of England, Vol. VIII.” 

NO. VIII, VOL, IIe 5 ful 
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ful fuccefs, to undermine the two great bulwarks of focietyy Religion 
and Morals, at length produced its full effet ; and the French Revo. 
lution, with its metaphyfical conititutions, and its endlefs train of 
evils, ftands confeffed as the legitimate fruit of the doétrines of the 
Rights of Man, and of the Sovereignty of the People ; and it affords 
a dreadful exemplification of the truth of Mr. Locke’s aflertion, 
that € there cannot be done a greater mifchief to Prince and 
People, than the propagating wrong notions concerning govern. 
inent.’”” Pp. 300, 301. 


Mr. B. purfues this train of reafoning for fome time, and, 
having fhewn that fuch a ftate of nature as Locke fuppofes, 
never did, nor could exift, but is a mere phantom of the brain, 
he infers that the doctrine, that government is originally 
founded in confent, falls to the ground. 


«6 That doftrine, indeed, is in itfelf, utterly repugnant to natur: 
and experience. No government ever did, or ever could, originate 
in that manner. Power, fo conferred, would be like a heap of fand 
collected by the wind, which the next gale might fcatter and dif- 
perfe. ‘The Deity has kindly ¢ fix’d his Canon ’gainft’ fuch pro. 
ceedings. Government, inftead of being the creature or contrivance 
of man, isy like man himfelf, of divine origin. It is coeval with 
his exiftence. It is a quality infeparably connected with his nature, 
It is a condition indifpenfibly annexed to his being. Without even 
the light of Revelation the mind would recoil at the fvitem of 
equality and independence, and at the idea of a want of government, 
until human ingenuity could fupply tke deficiency, as being repug- 
nant to reafon, experience, and confcioufnefs. But the facred records 
have left us without excule, if we fuffer ourfelves to be deluded by fuch 
idle and ridiculous fancies. ‘Thole records trace back the inequality, 
fabordination, and dependence of the human race, to its creation.* 
‘Vhofe records teach us, that paternal power grew into patriarchal 
government, and thereby became the foundation of mighty empires, 
which, in profane hitlory, difplay, even with nominal precifion, their 
connection with the poit-diluvian fathers of mankind.+ Pp. 312, 313- 


Having thus eftablifhed the origin of government, he pro- 
ceeds to thew by what means civil liberty is produced, and, 
after what our readers have feen of the fentiments of this able 
and judicious writer, they will not be furprized to find thit 
he differs, fundamentally, on that fubje&t, from Dr. Price, 
and others, of the fame fchool. 





Oo) wee re ee 


* «© See Whitaker’s Real Origin of Government, p. 6, & /eg.’’ 
+ * Thefe are the families ot the fons of Noah, after their gene- 
rations in their nations, and by thefe were the nations divided in 
the earth after the Flood, Gen, c. x. Ve. 32.”° 
We 
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We lament that the length to which we have already ex- 
tended our extraéts, from this able production, prevents us 
from quoting that paflage (from P. 320 to P. 325) in which 
the author fhews in what manner civil liberty is produced, and 
how conttitutions are formed. He concludes his arguments 
on the latter fubjeGt with the following obfervations ;— 


«¢ A conftitution is an acceffory or modification of a government, 
which, of courfe, muft have a previous exiftence, otherwife there 
will be no fubjeét matter on which a conftitution can attach.* Goe 
vernment is the parent ftock or trunk, from which, in a regular courfe 
of political vegetation, fhoot forth the conftitutional branches, pro- 
ducing the goodly fruits of falutary freedom and focial fecurity. 
Unlefs, indeed, there exift a fixed power in the pofleffion of the 
fovereignty, and capable of enforcing fubmiffion, a people muft be 
deftitute of that focial tie which is effential to political union, 
They would, in that cafe, form only a mafs of atoms, without order 
or coherence. ‘Their condition would be anarchical, and could no 
more afford a foundation for any folid and permanent fyftem, than 
moving fands, or flowing waves, But when a ftable government is 
firmly eftablifhed, then it is that time and circumftance have their 
due operation, It is then that the courfe of events, co-operating 
with the influence of pre-exifting caufes, gradually produces and com- 
pletes that political organization ufually termed a conftitution. It 
is then, and then alone, that a people can acquire that due weight 
which is calculated to fecure their juft and falutary rights, and which 
may even enable them, as occafion offers, to obtain firm and folid 
barriers againft oppreffion.’’ Pp. 323—325. 


For a more ample difcuffion of this interefting topic, in 
which, of late years, there has been fo much declamation, and 
fo little rea/oning, we mutt refer the reader to the book itfelf, 





* «Jn a remarkably found and ufeful work, intitled, ‘ Thoughts 
on the Englifh Government,’ of which Mr. Reeves was, at leaft, the 
editor, the term conffitution is aptly reprefented as a laconic expreflion, 
fignifying ¢ the Conftitution of the Government.’ The extraordinary 
merit of this work could not fail, any more than the other great fer- 
vices which its reputed author had rendered his country, to call forth 
the refentment of that Jacobinical fattion, which are inceflantly in- 
fulting and libelling his Majefty’s title, and, indeed, all lawful 
government, by drinking either the ridiculous toaft, the Majefty of 
the Peeple, or the treafonable one, the Sovereignty of the People, 
The writer of this has had an opportunity of feeing the truly confti- 
tutional dottrines of the above publication farther explained, and clu- 
cidated by authorities, in another pamphlet, which, as yet, is only 
in private hands, but which, in his opinion, ought to be publifhed 
for the perufal of every one.” 

S 2 Indeed, 
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Indeed, whoever wifhes for ample and correé& information 
refpecting the origin of the war, the caufes which neceflitated 
its continuance, the principles of the enemy which we have 
to encounter, and the dangers that muft refult from the con- 
clufion of a peace, with a power fo conftituted as the mock 
republic of sages may find it by confulting the pages of the 
“* Retrofpe in which he will difcover found principles, 
combine with extenfive knowledge, much interefting dif- 
cutlion of important fubjects, fupported by clofe reafoning and 
fatistactory proofs. 

In the fecond part of his refleGtions fubmitted to the confi- 
deration of the Combined Powers, Mr. B. adduces every 
argument that is likely to influence the human heart and mind, 
in order to-enforce the neceflity of exertion, and of facrifices 
adequate to the emergency. On this fubje&t he does ample 


juttice to his countrymen, and his predictions hitherto have 
not been belied. 


** But whatever may be the conduct of other countries—fuppofing 
(however improbable the fuppofition) that Great Britain fhould, 
with all the ardour of her zeal, and with all the brilliancy of her 
example, be unable to hold the confederacy together, until its im. 
portant object be attained, and be finally left alone in the conteft--- 
ftill Britons will contend, fingly and manfully, for their rights, and 
for thofe of humanity. They will fupply, by their own energy, the 


want of foreign aflitance. “They will {purn at all thoughts of peace 
until, being compatible with honour and fecurity, it may afford a 
naionsl profpect of ftability. They will fhow, as their anceftors 
have often fhown, that Britith ardour and courage derive freth luftre 
from difficulty, and fhine brighteft in adverfity. In the midft of ail 
their difficulties they will maintain that naval pre-eminence on which 
alone they can depend for fecurity---which is their natural inhe- 
ritance, and which may prove the ultimate refource of civilized 
fociety. ‘They will look towards the Ocean as the grand fcene of 
their efforts and their glory---as the main bulwark of their fafety, 
Inftead of purfuing the vain chimera of an unfubitantial and perfidious 
peace, they will make it their indifpenfible object to crufh the 
Navy of Republican France. To this great object they will direét 
their vait refources, confidering it as their only fafe dependence for 
an honourable, a folid, and a permanent peace ; a peace confiftent 
wit fecurity, and at ‘which they fhall have no occafion to blufh, 
The glorious Firit of June points out to them the path to victory. 
It is on their native element that they will retrieve the difafters of 
the war, and crown it with complete fuccefs, It is there that they 
will make the courage and enthufiafm of the nation flow in their 
natural channel, It 1s there that, while they maintain and perpe- 
tuate the ancient liberties of Englifhmen, they will refute the modern 
French fyftem of liberty and equality, and quench, in the mighty 
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deep, the diforganizing fpirit of anarchy. It is there that they will 
wield the trident of Neptune, and, by its potenc aid, confirm the 
fceptre of royalty. It is there, in fhort, that, relying on the appro- 
bation of Providence on their exertions, they will covgver---and, 
conquering, fpeak Peace to the World,”” Pp. 261—203. 


To the work is prefaced a dedication to Louis XVIII. 
whofe wrongs Mr. B. juftly confiders as “ thofe of every 
Sovereign,’’ and whofe misfortunes as ‘* thofe of the whole 
human race,”’— 


“ Through your Majefty, it is virtually infcribed to all the law- 


ful Sovereigns in Europe, whofe caufe is united to yours by an indif 
foluble tie ; and, above all, to my own moft gracious and revered 
Sovereign, the fecurity of whofe crown and perfon is the chicf object 
of my folicitude, during this tremendous hurricane, which fhakes the 
whole fabrick of civil fociety to its deepeft foundations.’’ 





Art. 1V. Hiftory of Sir George Warrington, or, the Political 
oo: By the Author of the Female Quixote. 
3 Vol. Price 10s, 6d, 1797- Bell, Oxtord Street. 


AVING lately had occafion to cenfure feveral Novels 


on account of their democratical tendency, it is with 
great peer that, having perufed the prefent work, we can 
exprefs our high approbation of its intent and execution, 
he Political Quixote difplays a very confiderable know- 
ledge of the human mind in general, and of thofe caufes, 
either intrinfic or adventitious, which have mifled fo many 
to Jacobinical notions, fentiments, and conduct. The fol- 
lowing is a {ketch of the fable: 

Sir George Warrington, a Baronet of Northumberland, 
had, in the twenty-firlt year of hisage, fuccceded to his title, 
and an eftate of fix thoufand a year, by the death’ of his 
father. Of an acute underftanding, and lively fancy, a gene- 
rous and feeling heart, he had been educated by his father as 
amere rural ‘Squire. Some months after his acceflion to the 
title, in following the chace, he had broken his leg. When 
under confinement, although in a moft favourable ftate of 
health, he became melancholy, from the neceflary interrup- 
tion of thofe aétive amufements from which only he had been 
accuftomed to derive pleafure. His friend, Mr. Thomfon, 
the Vicar of the parifh, recommended to him reading ; and, 
his own library confifting chiefly of books too grave for a fick 
room, defired a friend in lola to fend to Sir George fome 
amuling publications, Jt was now the year 1792, an epoch 

lo 











134 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


fo portentous to Britain, when the fpeculations of Paine and 
his followers, and the practices of the French Republicans, 
had made, on numbers, fuch impreffions as the patrioti‘m, 
loyalty, and firmnefs of aifociating individuals, together with 
the vigour and wifdom ot the legiflature and government, only 
prevented from overturning this conftitution, and ruining 
this country. Mr. Thomfon’s London friend had, unknown 
tohim, warmly embraced the new doétrines of Democracy 
and Equality, and had fent to Sir George the Rights of Man, 
Chriftie’s Hiftory of the French Revolution, and other works 
of afimilar tendency. The unfurnifhed mind of the youth 
foon received with avidity what was firft offered. Warmth of 
fancy, want of general knowledge, with a fmattering of 
what was faid on one fide, foon made him an eager Demo- 
crat. His firft prevalent idea was affiftance to the French 
Republicans ; and, by a natural progrefs in a mind of lively 
impulfe without information, habits of cool inve(tigation and 
juit reafoning, he became the champion of univerfal liberty 
and equality. With thefe fentiments and impreffions he 
determined to fet out, as foon as he recovered, to combat the 
giantsof oppreflion, cruelty, and tyranny, which he fancied 
to exift under eftablifhed inftitutions; fired with a zeal as 
ardent and reafonable as that with which Don Quixote under- 
took to encounter thofe monfters which were to be found no 
where but in his own diftempered brain. 

Mounting his horfe, he began his expedition, Having the 
firft day ridden fo far trom his own houfe that his perfon was 
not known at the inn at which he arrived in the evening ;_hav- 
ing no attendant, and being dreffed as a difciple of equality, 
he was fhewn into the kitchen, among fome peafants and 
labourers, a fpirit of the new dotrines he by no means 
relifhed, and felt that equality, as yet, was not univerfal as to 
habits and manners. Though general equality was his 
favourite topic, the idea of fitting down with oftlers, black- 
fmiths, ploughmen, and foldiers, by no means fuited his pride, 
of Which, however he endeavoured to perfuade himfelf of 
the contrary, he had a proper fhare: in fhort, “‘ he thought as 
a Sage, but he felt as a—Baronet; and, furveying the com- 
pany (who were fitting round the fire, and who made no way 
tor him,) with fome aftonifhment, he afked the landlord if 
he had no other room.” Hearing from him that there was4 
gentleman inanother apartment, he defired to be introduced to 
him, which was accordingly done. The gentleman, attet 
fome difcourfe, he found to be a featman, who had learned the 
do&trines of equality from his mafter, a ‘Squire in a Southern 


county; and, as a proof of the advantage accruing to - 
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family from thefe dotrines, had eloped with the ’Squire’s 
only daughter, who was in another room in the fame houfe 
on the way to Scotland. Sir George, feeling in the old ftyle, 
finds means to prevail on the lady to abandon fo unfuitable a 
match, and return to her father. In his progrefs fouthward 
he meets with a Mifs Louifa Moreland, a young lady of great 
beauty and accomplifhments, who becomes the heroine of the 
picce. Mifs Moreland, an Englifh woman by birth, had 
been educated in France, had fuffered much infolence and 
oppreffion from the votaries of univerfal philanthropy, but 
had fortunately efcaped their fraternizing embrace. Soon 
after he becomes acquainted with Mr. Godney, a moft ftrenu- 
ous orator in favour of benevolence and equalization of rank 
and property. CGodney being humbly fupplicated for charity 
by a woman whofe children were fick and ftarving, propofes 
to fend for the con{table to apprehend her as a vagrant, but, 
by the interceflion of Sir George, difmilfes her unpunifhed, 
but by him (not by the hero) unrelieved. Sir George at- 
tends Mr. Godney to his houfe, where a difcourfe enfues 
between them on the abfurdity of property. The butler is 
fo ftrongly impreifed by the force of their arguments, that he 
decamps the next night, taking with him his mafter’s cafh 
and plate. The benevolent hoft, finding out the robbery, 
affects to believe Sir George had been an accomplice, and the 
champion of univerfal liberty propofes the confinement of a 
friend he knows to be innocent. The Juftice of the Peace, 
a man of the old notions, finding no proof, nor probable 
grounds of detention, difcharges Warrington. Having reached 
Hertfordfhire, he meets with a Mr. Taylor, who is the 
votary of Equalityand Democracy, becaufe he himfelf had not 
been chofen Mayor, and his fon Jack had been difappointed of 
a place he had expected in the Cuftoms. Soon after he be- 
comes acquainted with Mr. Davenport, a man of talents, 
a profligate and unprincipled fpendthrift, who was become 
the votary of equality, and wifhes for commotions, in the 
expectation that, by convulfions, he might be better, and in the 
certainty he could not be worfe. Davenport infinuates him- 
felf into the favour of Sir George. The firft effeéts of the 
intimacy between a democratic debauchee and his inexperi- 
enced companion are perceived at the banker’s. ‘Though 
thefe were weighty, the young dupe having beftowed great 
fums on the OLB KNAVE, more ferious confequences enfue. 
Davenport had introduced the mifguided young man to his 
own fet, confifting of gamblers, and other prodigals, and 
ruined men, asthe principals with underlings, affociated with 


them, not all from vice, but fome from error and yanity. 
His 
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His democratic companions ftimulate Warrington to head 
a body of peafants, journeymen, and labourers, who, infected 
with the new doctrines, were determined to compel Mr, 
Annefley to renounce the obfervance of the game laws, to 
lower his rents, increafe their wages, and, in other refpedcts, 
render his condition and their's much nearer to equality. 
Warrington harangued and encouraged the mob, and led 
them to the houfe of ihat gentleman, in the vain idea that a 
rabble, affociated to bring about what they called a Reform, 
efpecially atter {peeches inflaming them again the laws of 
their country, would proceed in a peaceable manner. Vio- 
lence enfues, which Sir George endeavours, too late, to pre- 
vent, but, being in fuch a body, is, by the domeftics and 
friends of the gentleman, attacked, implicated in their guilt, 
and, in afcuffle that enfues, is wounded. Being carried to 
the gentleman’s houfe, and kindly treated, he, during his 
confinement, taking a cool retrofpe@ of. his principles and 
conduct, being vilited by his hoft,;and by his uncle, Lord 
Milbank, becomes convinced of the abfurdity and hurt- 
fulnefs of the doctrines of equality, and returns to contfti- 
tutional opinions and fentiments. He marries Eloifa More- 
land. The work concludes happily. 

Subordinate to the main ftory, is the account of a Mifs 
Kitty Harris, an adventurer, who perfonates Mifs Moreland, 
and caufes much contufion and diftrefs. Mifs Harris is re- 
prefented as the daughter of low trades-people, whofe vanity 
and folly had prompted them to give their daughter a board- 
ing-f{chool education at one of the feminaries for what cour- 
tefy dignifies with the name of female tuition. She has 
acquired the ufual frivolous accomplifhments, comes homea 
fine lady, with notions totally unfuitable to her circumftances, 
elopes with the firft man that pays her attention, comes upon 
the town, (a very natural confequence from fuch an education 
in her condition,) and dies in mifery, leaving her unhappy 
parents to lament, when too late, that they had not brought 
her up in a way more befitting her ftation. This epifode con- 
tains a very important leflon, that deferves the ferious atten- 
tion of thofe of the vulgar who think toexalt their children 
by fuch means. 

The Political Quixote we recommend to our readers as a 
very accurate and able delineation of the intelle€tual and 
moral caufes which produce democratical notions, and their 
confequences ; and truft that, as the character of the author 
will make it read, the intrinfic merit of the work will increafe 
its diffemination. 
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0 Arr. V. The Vagabond. A Novel. By George Walker. 4 
Ir. 2 Vol. 12mo. Pp. 480. Price 7s. Lee and Hyrit, re 
to London, 1798. a 
ts HE obje& of this work is to place, in a practical light, s 
Wr as the author tells us in his preface, ‘‘ fome of the pro- i) 
ta minent abfurdities of many felf-important reformers of man- A 
mn, kind, who, having heated their imaginations, fit down to Bc 
of write political romances, which never have, and never will be, i 
0- ractical.”” In the execution of this defign there is much of ie 
e- jutt and lively fatire conveyed in the following ftory : Bt 
nd Dr. Alogos, a country gentleman, had imbibed the God- m4 
It, winian philofophy. Walking out one evening, and medi- ai, 
to " tating on the evils which he conceived to arife from civil eas 
lis fociety and its various inftitutions, he was accofted by a.man er 
nd who prefented a piftol to his breaft, demanded his money, i 
rd telling him, at the famegtime, that property was abfurdit ae 
t. and injuftice, that he (the thief) had a right to fupply his Bi 
ti wants from the other’s fuperfluity. ‘The Dr. having entered By 
e- into farther converfation with this philofopher, was much at 
pleafed with his fentiments and opinions, and invited him to Bs 
ifs his\houfe. The other frankly accepted,.and foon after nar- 
d, rated the rife, progrefs, and defects of his principles of political 
e. juttice, from which he had becomea feducer, anadulterer, anin- 
ty cendiary, a robber, a murderer, and a parricide. Frederick 
# Fenton, the votary of political juftice, the fon of refpectable 
r- parents, after having behaved very commendably in the early 
as part of his life, became acquainted with Stupeo, a profeffor 
a of the new dotrines. Fenton implicitly adopted the notions 
Ss of Stupeo and reduced them to practice. At their firft par- 
On ting, Stupeo gave a fpecimen of his improvement in that 
yn branch of political juftice which refpects property. ‘* My 
yy father (faid Fenton) finding he could not bully me into his 
ht narrow principles, fent a difmiffal to Stupeo. That great 
= and good man could not bear to take a perfonal farewell of 
\- his pupil, but departed in the evening, two days after 
n his difcharge ; taking with him a gold repeater of mine, 
which his delicacy would not let him afk, as a memorial. 
a The lofs of my dear Stupeo would have been dreadful, had I 
d not imbibed fufficient knowledge to proceed without a guide; 
ir the light of Nature being fufficient for thofe who will follow 
rr her impulfes, unbiaffed by vulgar errors.” He refolved to 
fe live in conformity to reafon, and to {preadtruth. He endea- 


voured to convert to political juftice one that had been his 
moft intimate friend before he learnt the unreafonablenefs 
a 
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of particular friendfhip, but his attempts were without effect, 
With the miftrefs of his friend he had more fuccefs, as he gave 
her the new doctrines, and debauched her. ‘* Had I (faid 
he) attended to the old-fafhioned doétrine of honour, I might 
have refrained from defiring the girl myfelf; but our enjoy- 
ments are very tranfient in this world, and none but fools 
think of the next.” Finding, to ufe his own wards, 
that ‘‘ another human being would be added to the race of 
men,” and his father faying he would provide for it, ‘ let the 
arifh (faid Fenton) provide for it ; alt children ought to be- 
ong tothe public. The great, the immortal, the virtuous, 
the illuftrions Rouffeau fent his children to be maintained by 
the Foundling Hofpital at Paris.” He afterwards fet fire to 
the houfe in which his miftrefs lived, and was obliged to de- 
camp. Came to London, was very inftrumental in the riots 
of 1780, in burning houfes, and fetting the Philofophers of 
Newgate at liberty. This part of his adventures contains 
an anachronifm, as the new political juftice was not then 
known. In the courfe of his adventures he got very much 
bruifed and beaten, but was cured by a benevolent apothecary. 
Here he gave a fpecimen of his praétical application of the 
rules of the Political Juftice concerning gratitude and mar- 
riage, by debauching the wife of his preferver. The lady 
made great progrefs in the Godwinian do€rines, and em- 
braced many of the pofitions of that illuftrious promoter, and 
fhining pattern, of female morality, Mrs, Wollftonecraft 
Godwin, to whofe virtues the narrative of the philofopher, 
her hufband, bears fo ample teftimony. Fenton very much 
praifes gaming on account of its tendency to egualize pro- 
perty. On the fubje& of the wife of his benefactor, Fenton 
gives the fentiments of political juftice concerning promif- 
cuouscommerce. ‘* After this incident, (the death of the 
hufband, who had gone mad on the defertion of his wife,) 
we continued on the moft harmonious footing; for, though 
Mary allowed herfelf the converfation of many of the oppofite 
Sex, I did not experience the {malleft uneafinefs. She had as 
much right as myfelf to all the eccentricities of fancy; and! 
never thought herthe worfe for having contributed to the hap- 

pinefs of other human beings.” 
The chief of his many partners in the favours of that 
ractical affertor of the Rights of Woman, wasa Mr. Wil- 
Fiams, a moft zealous difciple of the new philofophy. This 
fage was, by the mifchievous inftitutions of pofitive law, 
compelled to jeave the country for cogging dice; and, at the 
fametime, by taking with him £.200 belonging to Fenton, 
manifefted his firm adherence to the Godwinian fy{tem con- 
cerning 
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cerning property. Fenton finding that many had what he 
wanted, and, moft unphilofophically, would not part with it, 

repared to enforce his right, and, for that purpofe, tone 
Piel with a brace of piftols. Betaking himfelf to the 
highway he ftopped a poft-chaife. The travellers not having 

ielded their fuperfluities fe foon as he withed, he fired. 
Being foon after feized by fome of that clafs of perfons which 
Caleb Williams fo much abhors, and thieves and highwaymen 
abhor no lefs, he was carried to aninn, where he found that 
the lady whom he had fhot washis own mother. His fenti- 
ments on this occafion difplay his thorough adoption of the 
Godwinian fy{tem concerning natural affeétion. In arguing 
with his father, who, from his prejudices, was in an agony 
of diftrefs at the murder of his wife by his and her own fon, 
he fays, ‘* would any revolution happen if brothers, and 
fathers, and fons, feared to plunge the dagger in each others’ 
bofom? The mind which cannot leap over thefe paltry and 
prejudiced confiderations is not infpired with genuine patriot- 
ifm. We mutt learn only to appreciate perfons by their 
intrinfic value, and not by their titles, nominations, and con- 
nections.” Having found means toefcape, hedeparted. ‘1 
foon (faid he) fhook off the chagrin this /itr/e incident had oc 
cafioned, and, ape | recovered my ew I thought it com- 
mon prudence to ftrike from the high road.” His next phi- 
lofophical a&t (robbing two ladies in a poft chaife) gives him 
an opportunity of paying a tribute of applaufe to that excel- 
kent morality which is inculcated, not by the philofopher 
Godwin himfelf only, but by her who was, as the faid philo- 
fopher informs us, his concubine and wife.— 


“© One of the women, (fays Fenton,) fainted away, and the other 
was exceflively frightened. J took nothing but her pur/e, informing 
het, that fhe miftook if fhe fuppofed me acommon robber. | could 
not but execrate the whole fyitem of female education, which thus 
enervates the human body, #t being an eternal fact, that were women 
educated to all the exercifes of men, and, as my dear Mary ufed to 
fay, fo mingled with the world that every action would be per- 
formed promifcuoufly, (fex out of the quettion,) we ¢hould not have 
women fainting on fudden emergencies, and as imbecile as infants.’’ 


Not long after this encounter he met with Dr. Alogos, as 
has been already mentioned. Entertained with great hofpi- 
met by the Doétor, the philofopher endeavours to feduce the 
Jottor’s niece, and finding her fo unreafonable as not to gra- 
tify a natural appetite with her confent, he prepares for grati- 
fication without it; but is difappointed. On the fcore of 
{edution his fentiments are worthy the philofophy which he 
T2 profefied : 
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profeffed :—** In love, (fays he,) we may conceal. the truth, 


becaufe it is an allowable deception to deceive a girl to her 
own benefit and the augmentation of mankind.”’ Dr. Alogos 
and Mr. Fenton join in meafures for the propagation of truth 
among the neighbouring ruftics. The confequence of their 
inftructions is, that thofe who had been before induftrious 
become idle, and fome of them rob the Doctor of a great 
fum of moncy, The two philofophers are now joined by the 

at Stupeo; who perfuades them to leave polifhed focicty 
and betake .themfelves to the wilds of America. The 
hardfhips and diftrefles they there encounter give a change to 
their philofophy. They return to England, Fenton, havin 
recovered the theughts and fentiments of his pews philetaphica 
{tate, is mott delightfully furprized with the intelligence that 
the wound of his mother had not proved mortal. Emanci- 
pated from his flavery to abfurd, nonfenfical, and deftructive 
philofophifm, he becomes a good member. of eee 

Thele ate the outlines of the ftory. Some of the adven. 
tures, efpecially in Americz,.are extravagant and improbable; 
but it is, on the Whole, a lively fketch of the more obvious 
abfurdities, follies, and wickednefs of the new philofophy, 
As fuch we recommend it to our readers; at the fame time we 
haye the pleafure to announce to them that a much more com- 
prehenfive expofure of the ravings of Wollitonecraft, Hol- 
croft, Godwin, Paine, Thelwall, and other abettors, princi- 
pal or fubordinate, of the new philofophifm, is the fubje& of 
a Novel of four volumes, now in the prefs, by that zealous 
Anti-Jacobin, Dr, Billet, 


Art. VI. d Difcourfe on the Study of the Law of Nature and 
Naticns ; intradudlary to a Courfe of Leétures on that Sci- 
ence, to be commenced in Lincoln’s-Inn- Hail, on Monday, 
Feb. 18, 1799) in Purfuance of an Order of the Honourable 
Society of Lincoln’s-Inn. By James Mackintofh, Efq. of 
Lincaln's-Inn, Barrifter at Law. Price 2s. 6d. Cadell 
and Davies. London, 1799. 








REAT is our pleafure in finding the learning, genius, 

and philofophy of this author elevated to a fubjec 

fitted to exercife his powers, and employ his attainments to 
the lafting benefit of mankind. ; 

The work before us contains the outlines of a moft valuable 

acceffion to the feience of ethics in its various departments of 

a and public relations and duties, with their fources and 
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The obje& of this prefatory difcourfe is, to lay before the 

blic the author’s reafons for undertaking fuch a labour, as 
well asa fhort account of the nature and objects of the courfe 
propofed to be delivered. 


«© Thave always (fays he) been unwilling to wafte, in unprofita- 
ble inactivity, that leifure which the firft years of my profeifion 
ufually allow, and which diligent men, even with moderate talents, 
might often employ in a manner neither difcreditable to themfelves, 
nor wholly ufelefs to others. Defirous that my own leifure fhould 
not be confumed in floth, I anxioufly looked about for fome way of 
filling it up, which might enable me, according to the meafure of 
my humble abilities, to contribute fomewhat to the ftock of general 
ufefulnefs. I had long been convinced that public LeCtures, which 
have been ufed in moft ages and countries to teach the elements of 
almoft every part of learning, were the moft convenient mode in 
which thefe elements could be taught: and that they were the beft 
adapted for the important purpofes of awakening the attention of the 
ftudent, of abridging his labours, of guidiug his enquiries, of re. 
lieving the tedioufnefs of private ftudy, and of impreffing on his 
recollection the principles of feience.—The feience which teaches the 
rights and duties of men, and of ftates, has, in modern times, been 
called the Law of Nature and Nations. Under this comprehenfive 
title are included the rules of morality, as they prefcribe the conduct 
of private men towards each other, in all the various relations of hus 
man life; as they regulate both the obedience of citizens to the laws, 
and the authority of the magiftrate in framing laws, and adminifter- 
ing government; as they modify the intercourfe of independent com- 
monwealths, in peace, and prefcribe limits to their hoftility, in war. 
This important fcience comprehends only that part of private ethics 
which is capable of being reduced to fixed and general rules. It cone 
fiders only thofe general principles of jari/prudence and politics which 
the wifdom of the law-giver adapts to the peculiar fituation of his 
own country, and which the fkill of the ftatefman applies to the 
more fluctuating, and infinitely varyingy circumftances, which affect 
its immediate welfare and fafety.”’ 


This fcience, (Mr. M. obferves,) treats the great queftions 
of morality, of politics, and of municipal law, more gene- 
rally, than that important branch which profeffes to regulate 
the relations and intercourfe of ftates, efpecially as thefe are 
modified by the ufages of civilized Chriftendom, with parti- 
cular minutenefs of detail. He obferves, that the modern 
method of confidering individual and national morality, as 
fubje€ts of the fame fcience, is a convenient and reafonable 
arrangement. | 


“ The fame rules (he proceeds) of morality which hold together 
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fink together thefe commonwealths as members of the great fociety of 
smankind. Commonwealths, as well as private men, are liable to 
injury, and capable of benefit, from me a other ; it is, therefore, 
their intereft, as well as their duty, to reverence, to practice, and to 
enforce, thofe rules of juftice which controul and reftrain injury, 
which regulate and augment benefit, which, even in their prefent 
imperfect obfervance, preferve civilized ftates in a tolerable condition 
of fecurity from wrong, and which, if they could be generally 
oheyed, would eftablifh, and permanently maintain, the well-being 
of the miverfal commonwealth of the human race.’’ 


He explains the reafon why one part of this fcience has 
been called the Natural Law of Individuals, and the other the 
Natural Law of States. Hedelivers his reafons for difcour- 
fing on the Law of Nations in a fketch of the hiitory and 
prefent ftate of the fcience, and of the fucceffion of, able 
writers, who have gradually brought it to its prefent perfec- 
tion. We have, he remarks, no Greek nor Roman treatife on 
the Law of Nations, and he promifes, in his Leétures, to offer 
reafons why the Ancients did not ereét that part of morality 
which regulates the intercourfe of ftates into an independent 
fcience. He enumerates fome of the leading caufes which 
have rendered the intercourfe of the feveral nations of modern 
Europe much clofer. Among thofe are— 


«« A common extraction, a common religion; fimilar manners, 
inftitutions, and languages ; in earlier ages, the authority or the Sce 
ef Rome, and the extravagant claims of the Imperial Crown ; in 
Jater times, the connections of trade, the jealoufy of power, the re- 
finement of civilization, the cultivation of fcience, and, above all, 
that general mildnefs of chara¢ter and manners which arofe from the 
combined and progreffive influence of chivalry, of commerce, of 
kearning, and of religion. Nor muft we omit the fimilarity of thofe 

litical inftitutions which, in every country that had been over-rmm 

y the Gothic conquerors, hore difcernible marks (which the revo- 
lutions of fucceeding ages had obfcured, but not obliterated,) of the 
rude, but bold ak noble, outline of liberty, that was originally 
fketched by the hand of thefe generous barbarians. Thefe, and many 
other caufes, confpired to unite the Nations of Europe in a more 
intimate conne¢tion, and a more conftant intercourfe, and, of confe. 
quence, made the regulation of their intercourfe more neceflary, and 
the law that was to govern it more important.’ 


The reduction of the Law of Nations into fomething like a 
fyftem was referved for Grotius. He produced a work which 
we now, indeed, juftly deem imperfe&, but which is, perhaps, 
the moft complete that the world has yet owed, at fo early a 
Rage in the progrefs of any fcience, to the genius and learning of 
eneman, ‘The character of Grotius, fketched by this ar 
hand, 
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hand, we fhall quote, as a fpecimen of the author's fkill and 
talents in exhibiting intelleQual and moral portraits :— 


‘© If we fairly eftimate the endowments and virtues of Grotius, we 
may juitly confider him as one of the moft memorable men who have 
done honour to modern times. He combined the difeharge of the 
moft important duties of active and public life, with the attainment 
of that exact and various learning which is generally the portion only 
of the reclufe ftudent. He was diftinguifhed as an advocate and a 
magiftrate, and he compofed the moft valuable works on the law of 
his own country ; he was almoft equally celebrated as an hiftorian, a 
fcholar, a poet, and a divine; a difinterefted ftatefman, a philo- 
fophical lawyer ; a patriot, who united moderation with firmnefs, 
and a theologian who was taught candour by his learning. Unme. 
rited exile did not damp his patriotifin ; the bitternefs of controverfy 
did not extinguifh his charity. The fagacity of his numerous and 
fierce adverfaries could not difcover a blot on his character; and in 
the midft of all the hard trials and galling provocations of a turbulent 
political life, he never once deferted his friends when they were un- 
fortunate, nor infulted his enemies when they were weak. In times 
of the moft furious civil and religious faction he preferved his name 
unfpotted, and he knew how to reconcile fidelity to his own party 
with moderation towards his opponents. Such was the man who was 
deftined to give a new form to the law of nations, or, rather, to create 
a fetence, of which only rude fketches and indigefted materials were 
feattered over the writings of thofe who had gone before him. By 
tracing the laws of his country to their principles, he was led to the | 
contemplation of the law of nature, which he juftly confidered as the 
parent of all municipal law.’’ 


Having paid this juft tribute to the general charafer of 
Grotius, the author confiders his treatife on the Laws of 
Peace and War. He obferves, that for the laft half centu 
it has been the fafhion to depreciate Grotius’s work, and thag 
this fafhion originated with French declaimers. 

According to thefe accurate inveftigators and profound rea- 
foners, Grotius’s work was a compilation, in which reafon 
lies buried under a heap of authorities and quotations. ‘The’ 
author, though he allows that there isa sesbahen of learning, 
yet appeals to the book, to fhew that Grotius never quotes o1 
any fubje& till he has ftated fome principles. He accounts 
tor this language of the French declaimers very probably, 
by fuppofing that the difplay of Greek characters had deterred 
them trom perufing Grotius, and that they confidently pre- 
tended to judge of what they had never read. He alfo anfwers 
an objection made by a very able and ufeful writer, of our own 
country, whofe knowledge of faéts and principles, and powers 
of reafoning, led to very different conclufions from thofe of 
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the fuperficial fophifts of the new fchool in France, and their 
humble imitators. Doéor Paley, fpeaking of Grotius’s claf- 
fical quotations, had faid, ‘* To propofe them as ferious argu- 
ments; gravely to attempt to eftablifh or fortify a moral duty 
by the teftimony of a Greek or Roman poet, is to trifle with 
the attention of the reader, or rather to take it off from all jut 
principles of reafoning in morals.’ Grotius, fays our author, 
quotes the opinions of poets or orators, of hiftorians and phi- 
lofophers, not as thofe of judges, but “‘ as witneffes, whofe 
coutbising teftimony, in, wo {trengthened and confirmed by 
their difcordance on almoit every other fubje&, is a conclufive 
proof of the unanimity of the whole human race on the great 
rules of duty and the fundamental principles of morals. On 
fuch matters, poets and orators are the mo{t unexceptionable 
of all witneiles; for they addrefs themfelves to the general 
feelings and fympathies of mankind ; they are neither warped 
by fyftems, nor perverted by fophiftry ; they can attain none 
of their objects ; they can neither pleafe nor perfuade, if they 
dwell on moral fentiments not in unifon with thofe of 
their readers.” 

But Grotius’s work is liable, the author obferves, to a more 
ferious obje€tion, though not before made :— 


‘© His method is inconvenient and unfcientific. He has inverted 
the natural order, That natural order undoubtedly di¢tates that we 
fhould firit fearch for the original principles of the fcience in human 
nature ; then apply them to the regulation of the conduct of indivi- 
duals ; and, laftly, employ them for the decifion of thofe difficult and 
complicated queftions that arife with refpect to the intercourfe of 
nations. But Grotius has chofen the reverfe of this method. He 
begins with the confideration of the ftates of peace and war, and he 
examines Original principles only occafionally and incidentally, as they 
grow out of the queftions which he is called upon to decide. It is a 
neceffary confequence of this diforderly method, which exhibits the 
clements of the fcience in the form of {cattered digreffions, that he 
feldom employs fufficient difcuffion on thefe fundamental truths, and 
never in the place where fuch a difcuffion would be moft inftructive to 


the reader.’’ 


Mr. Mackintofh next proceeds to Puffendorff, who, with- 
out the genius of his mafter, and with very inferior learning, 
has yet treated the fubje@ with found fenfe, with clear me- 
thod, with accurate and extenfive knowledge, and with a 
copioufnefs of detail, though fomewhat tedious, always in- 
{tructive. His treatife is a mine in which all his fucceffors 
mult dig. Neither the work of Grotius, nor of Puffendorff, 
has fuperceded the neceflity of a new attempt to lay before the 
public a Syftem of the Law of Nations. 
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In the firft place, the language of fcience is fo completely 
changed, in what both Grotius and Puffendorff have written, 
that their philofophical vocabularies are unintelligible to 
many, even literary readers ; or, if intelligible, not fo with- 
out a labour beftowed on the expreflion which ought to be 
exclufively devoted to the fubject. 

In modern times a more modeft, fimple, and intelligible 
philofophy has enabled us ‘‘ to difcufs with precifion, and 
to explain with clearnefs, the principles of the {cience of 
human nature, which are in themfelves on a level with the 
capacity of every man of good fenfe, and which only appeared 
to be abftrufe from the unprofitable fubtleties with which they 
were loaded, and the barbarous jargon in which they were 
exprefled.”” 

Since that time, alfo, vaft additions have been made to our 
{tock of knowledge of human nature.— 


«© Wecan,*” fays the eloquent and philofophical author, ‘ exas 
mine almoft every imaginable variety in the character, manners, opi- 
nions, feelings, prejudices, and inftitutions of mankind, into which 
they can be thrown, either by the rudenefs of barbarifm, or by the 
capricious corruptions of refinement, or by thofe innumerable combi- 
nations of circumftances which, both in thefe oppofite conditions, 
und in all the intermediate ftages between them, influence or dire¢t 
the courfe of human affairs. Hiftory, if I may be allowed the ex. 
preflion, is now a vaft mufeum, in which fpecimens of every variety 
of human nature may be ftudied. From the great acceffions to know- 
ledge, law-givers, and ftatefmen, but, above all, moralifts, and 
political philofophers, may reap the moft important inftruction,’’ 


In the prefent century, a flow and filent, but very fub- 
{tantial mitigation, has taken place in the practice of war, 
and very great improvements have become part of the law of 
nations. In the fame period many important points of public 
law have been contefted. Recent events have accumulated 
more practical inftru€tion on every fubje&t of politics than 
could have been, in other times, acquired by the experience 
of ages. Even the fundamental rules of moralifts themfelves, 
have, for the firft time, unfortunately for mankind, become 
the fubje& of doubt and difcuffion, 


—— 





— ——- — ——y 


* «© By the recent difcoveries of travellers and navigators ; by the 
extended intercourfe with remote nations, and the refearches of philo- 
fophers into the ancient ftate of thofe countries which have preferved 
literary monuments, Ex, gr. the efforts of Sir William Jones." 
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«« From thefe reflections,’? fays the author, ‘ it appears, that 
fince the compofition of thofe two great works on the Law of Nature 
and Nations, which continue to be the claffical ftandard works on 
that fubject, we have gained both more convenient inftruments of 
reafoning, and more extenfive materials for fcience ; that the code of 
war has been enlarged and improved ; that new queftions have been 
practically decided ; and that new controverfies have arifen regarding 
the intercourfe of independent ftates, and the firft principles of mo. 
rality and civil government.” 


His obfervations on Puffendorff, he obferves, will appl 
Wolfius :— rroeeny 


«© No writer,’” he obferves, ‘ fince the time of Grotius, of Puf- 
fendorff, and of Wolf, has combined an inveftigation of the prin. 
ciples of natural and sep law, witha full application of thefe prin. 
ciples to particular cafes ; and, in thefe circumttances, I truft, it will 
not be deemed extravagant prefumption in me, to hope that I fhal} 
be able to exhibit a view of this fcience, which fhall, at leaft, be- 
more intelligible and attractive to ftudents than the learned treatifes 
of thefe celebrated men. I fhall now proceed to ftate the general 
plan and fubjects of the letures in which 1 am to make this 
attempt,’’ 


We are perfe&tly convinced that a work on the propofed 
fubject is very much wanting, to complete moral and political 
fcience ; and, from our previous Knowledge of Mr. Mackin- 
toth’s powers, as friends to literature and philofophy, we 
rejoiced to hear that he was about to undertake fuch a tafk; 
now that we have read this work, and examined his reafons 
we are more ftrongly than ever imprefled with the importance 
of the objet. The erudition, the genius, and the wifdom 
of the author; but, for our opinion, and its grounds, we 
fhall have an ample field of illuftration in confidering the 
plan of the work, which fhall be the fubje& of our next 
number. 

(To be continued.) 





+ -—- 


Arr. VII. A Collection of Trifles in Verfe. By the Rev. Ed- 
ward Charles Stewart, A. At Redes of "Wakes Colne 
Fflex, and Chaplain to the Earl of Upper Offory. Ato. 
Pp. 98. Burkitt, Sudbury, 1797. 


i} the author of this colle€tion we recognize a writer, from 
whofe profe publications we have, at different times, re- 
ceived both pleafure and inftru@tion. Nor are his poetical 
effufions lefs calculated to amufe and to improve the mind. 
His mufe, when light, airy, and fportiye, difplays no fiall 
portion 








ortion of wit, humour, and claffical tafte ; and, when ferious, 
combines, with poetic fire, the higher excellence of feeling, 
gratitude, and piety. We fhall fele&t fome fpecimens, both 
grave and gay, in fupport of our judgement. Our firlt ex- 
tract is taken from an epiftle to Mr. Burke, on his celebrated 
Reflections written in 1791. 


“ Price thanks his God, that he has liv'd to fee 
Monarch’s dethron'd, rebellious fubjects free, 
The vifionary rights of men defin'd, 
Religion’s dangerous tenets undermin’d, 
And new-born knowledge lighting all mankind ; 
Then atks (to crown thete glorious profpects given) 
His mune dimittis from the Lord of Heaven. 


«‘ When in God's houfe the venerable Seer 
Beheld the Saviour of the world appear, 
With holy tran{port glow’d the prophet’s breatt, 
He begg'd difmiffion to the realms of ret. 


‘* And canft thou, hypocrite, with tongue profane 
Apply to thee the gofpel’s facred ftrain, 
And change, what fcarce impiety would dare, 
A prophet’s rapture to a murderer's prayer ? 

“ Hiftory records, not fancy paints, a day, 
(Fatal to France) of terror and difmay, 
When two brave youths, by rebels doom’d to die, 
Fell, haplefs victims fell, to loyalty, 
And ftuck on pointed fpears each well-known head 
Full in the monarch’s Gght the triumph led. 
He, fallen king, his agonizing queen, 
And helplefs infants form’d a dreadful fcene. 
Slow as the royal captives move along, 
A band of female fiends around them throng, 
With frantic dance, fhrill {cream, and horrid yell, 
And all the dire artillery of hell. 
Six lingering hours of torture and diftrefs, 
Expos'd to worfe than death’s worft bitternefs, 
‘The wretched pair (nor rank nor fex avail) 
Exchange at laft their palace for a jail. 


“Is this a theme for triumph? thall we raife 
For this to Heaven the voice of thanks and praife ? 
Forbid it, gracious God! thy purer car 
Rejeéts fuch prayer, fuch praifes cannot hear. 
Tho’ the fell foul of Price with tranfport glow, 
Gorg'd with the a of a monarch’s woe, 
Mankind his favage fentiments difclaim, 

And leave to him the triumph and the thame, 

A nation’s thanks to thee, O Burke, are due, 

Who bar’d the mifcreant to the public view, 

U2 Aim'd 
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Aim’d at his blafphemy a mortal blow, 

Laid the vile preacher and his doctrines low. 

And fend'tt to future times his hated name, 

Damn’d in thy page, to everlafting fame.’ P.3.—5, 


The next is an epilogue to Venice Preferved. 


“ In this free country, where we wifely prate 
Of the wrong conduét of our church and ftate, 
Sure I may take the liberty to fay, 

I do not like the conduct of this play. 
Fair Belvicera, fpite of flowing tears, 
Her fond ‘ remember twelve” and tender fears, 
Much in the ftyle of other wives appears ; 
Pumps her dear Jaffier, till the fimple man 
Unravels all the deep concerted plan, 
Commits his friend, his honour, and his life, 
To the difcretion of a curious wife, 
Soon as the precious fecret is her own, 
She to the fenate flies to make it known, 
And leaves, while the preferves a worthlefs fire, 
Her lord and Pierre in tortures to expire. 

* Such is their fecrecy, and fuch the way, 
In which the fair our confidence repay. 
Doubt you the fa& ? examine holy writ, 





You'll find where Sampfon fhew'd more firength than wit ; 


He told his fecret to a favourite fair, 

Her charming fingers cut his fateful hair, 

Her fteady faith, feduc’d by hoftile gold, 

To blindnefs and to bonds her lover fold. 
Indeed all authors, facred and prophane, 

The fame ideas of the fex maintain ; 

In Venice, London, every clime and age, 

We fee their real portraits on the ftage : 

From Belvidera down to Mrs. Candour, 

How are they drawn ?—loquacity and flander. 
‘« From all thefe inftances one maxim’s clear, 

To truft no fecret to a woman's ear ; 

Faft from your lips let gentle nothings flow, 

Tell the dear creatures every thing they know, 

There ftop—and you will never be betray'd 

By any female, widow, wife, or maid.”—-p. 44,—45. 


We fhall conclude our extra&s with a copy of verfes fent 
to Mr. Burke, on the lofs of his fon, foon after the author 
himfelf had fultained a fimilar lofs, which he appears to have 


feltas aman, and to have borne asa Chriftian. 
“« May heaven in mercy bleflings pour 

On Burke's declining years, 

Peace to his wounded mind reftore, 


And dry a father’s tears. 


Tike 








There is a refpetable lift of Subfcribers prefixed to the A 
book, but, from fome hints which the author has thrown out aan 
in the publication, noticed in the following article, we fear, aa 
that many who put down their names, did not put down their ‘ar 
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“« Like you a father’s grief I know, 
Like you I loft a fon, 
Yet, yet I feel the dreadful blow, 





















But God's high will be done. q | 
«« He will not break the bruifed reed, Berta 
Nor quench the fmoking flax ; oi 


He hears us in the time of need, a" 
When hopelefs anguith racks. | 

“QO then, whate’er we feel or fear, 
In him fecurely truft, ey 
For tho’ man’s fullerings are fevere, te 
God cannot be unjuft.*” 2 





Art. VIII. Critical Trifles, in a Familiar Epiftle to Fohn i 
Fifher, Efq. LL. D. By the Rev. Charles Edward Stewart. ' 
12mo. Pp. 25. Price 1s. 6d. Bickerftaff, Effex Street, 
London, 1797. 


N this poetical epiltle to a friend, compofed in the ftyle and 
manner of the N 

reviews the different fentences pronounced on his ‘¢ Colleétion 

of Trifles” by critics convivial and profeflional. In anfwer to 












ew Bath Guide, the author humoroufly 





* « Mr. Burke, in anfwer to thefe lines and fome obfervations 
upon his invaluable works, condefcended to honour me with a let- 
ter, which gratitude for fo flattering a teftimony from fuch a man 
will not fuffer me to fupprefs. 

~ 618, , 

“ T receive a very real confolation from the verfes you are fo good 

to fend me. ‘They are animated with an high fpirit of poetry and 


a caufe (to which I am the more attached in finding that I have it 
in common with you) has obtained the fuffrage of fo able a judge. 
Your zeal for that caufe may perhaps a litle have warped your 
judgement. One naturally shinks with favour of thofe perform- ‘2 
ances which are exerted in favour of principles to which we with a 


with a juftice to intentions, which has fo large a meafure of kind- 
nefs and indulgence to the execution, 


Beconsfield, ‘“‘MDMUND BURKE.’ 
March 21, 1796. a charge 
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I am happy to find, that any thing I have done in favour of 


Whatever be your motives, I ought to be highly flattered 


‘* ] have the honour to be, &c. 
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a charge of want of delicacy, preferred againft him by fome 
female critics, he offers the following plea. Pp. 14, 15. 


«© Will the ladies permit me to offer before em 
A ftory well known and of perfeét decorum ? 

«When *Salifbury’s fam'd countefs was dancing with glee, 
The ftocking’s fecurity fell from her knee, 
Rival beauties and courtiers (they could not do lefs) 
Kindly pitied the fair, and enjoy'd her diftrefs, 
Allufions and hints, {neers and whifpers went round, 
And the trifle was fcouted, and left on the ground ; 
But Edward the brave, with true foldier-like fpirit, 
Cries, ‘ the garter is mine, ‘tis the order of merit, 
The firft Knights of my court fhall be happy to wear 
(Proud diftinction) the garter that tell from the fair, 
Whilft in letters of gold (‘tis your monarch’s high will) 
Shall thefe words be infcrib'd, < Ill to him who thinks ill.” 

“ Fair critics, whenever to propagate fcandal 

My innocent Tries feverely you handle, 
When, by fancy affifted, you ftoop to invent, 
And impute to me meanings that never were meant, 


Or, by envy excited, you wifh to impeach } 
Beauty, virtue, and excellence out of your reach, 
* Ill to her who thinks ill,’ be the motto of each.” | 


. He thus comments on the decifion of acritic of a different 
defcription.— 


“ A proFessionat Critic,t of exquifite tafte, 
* Tho’ my verfe is unequal, my rhymes are not chafte, 
Says ‘ I'm not quite devoid of the powers of a poet, 
And fome Lines-on a Marriage completely will thew it. 
Which, tho’ founded, it feems, on the play of a pun, 
(Sure the worft fort of play) are lines—not badly done, 
That an Epigram too (tho’ the point’s rather rough) 
On the Birth day of Witlefs, he thinks—neat enough. 
But 4:/parage to favage,? .t by way of a rhyme, 
In the loweft burlefque w ould be reckoned a crime, 





-_---7-—---o ror 


* « The origin of the order of the garter, every fchoolboy and 
fchoolgirl know, was owing to this dreadful cal; umity, that befel the 
Countets of Salitbury i in Edward the Third’s time.” 

¢ “ The Britisu Critic. ‘ Thefe vertes are unequal, yet, that 
the author is not deftitute of the talents of a poet will completely 

pear by fome fines, though founded on a pun. The Epigram on 
the thirticth of January, being the birth-day of fome blockhead, 
neat enough. Such “fubttitutes for rhymes as /avage and diperags 
are not allowable even in the loweft burlefque ; ; and there are a few 
more fuch faults, but, altogether, the Triffes have merit.’ 

t “ This unfortunate no-rhyme did certainly efcape obfervation, 
till it was too late t6 amend it; but I did not fuppofe that a fingle 
error would be fo teverely reprehended by any critic.” 

Yet 








The Battle of the Nile. A Poem, Ist 


Yetin fpite of this fault and fome moret of the kind, 
(Which the critic, I truft, will be puzzled to find,) 
He declares with a candid and liberal fpirit, 
« Altogether.—the 7ri/es—perhaps—may—have—merit’ 
«If the critic fpeak out in a fair manly ftrain, 
And condemn me at once, | will tcorn to complain, 
But a firange fort of fee-fawt between that and this, 
Now high, and now low, now up matter, now mils, 
Flat fpiritlefs centure, faint negative praife, 
I deprecate this for the fate of my lays ; 
E’en for this bold attempt, which I feel muft be vain, 
One feather from Anttey’s rich plumage to gain, 
While I tollow with fteps all unequal the path, 
Where I am led by the Guide and the Poet of Bath.” 


The bard confoles himfelf for fuch cenfures with the appro- 
bation of friends, whofe worth, genius, and merit, ftamp a 
fterling vatue on their applaufe. “There are fome elegant lines, 
in p. 21, fent him by a Mr. WappINGTON; and the fol- 
lowing ‘feu d’E/prit trom Sir CHARLES Bunsury, accom- 
panying his fubfcription, which deferve notice : 

“*For the Trifles in verfe, give me leave to propofe 
Thefe light and new play things, thefe 7 rifles in profe ; 
With pleafure the critic your poetry quotes, 

And Newland’s, we know, are unparallel’d notes.”’ 





Art. 1X. The Battle of the Nile, a Poem. By William 
Sotheby, Efq. 4to. Pp. 27. Price 2s. 6d. Hatchard, 
London. 1799. 


HE Hero or tHe Nive has found, in Mr. Sotheby, 

judgement to appreciate, and genius to celebrate, his ex- 
ploits;—a bard, in thort, worthy of himfelf. The poem 
opens with a defcription of the French fleet laying, in fancied 
fecurity, in the bay of Aboukir, the officers and men rioting 
in mirth and revelry, and exulting in the f{poils of plundered 
Egypt and the promifed fubjugation of the Eaft. The ap- 
proach of the Britifh ficet affords a fair opportunity for paying 
a tribute of juftice to the gallant TrowrripGe, whole fhip 
{truck before fhe could be brought into aétion. 





+ “ An author never knows his own deficiencies ; if the Trifles 
have any merit, I thought, and ftill think, it is in the accuracy of the 
rhymes, and with the exception of the above and, perhaps, one or 
two others, I do not believe a fourth inftance can be produced in 
thirteen hundred lines.” 


} “ Pope's Prologue to his Satires.”’ 
“Ah 
, 
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«* Ah, gallant chief! who led’ft th’ adventurous hott, 
I fee thee wreck’d on Egypt’s faithlefs coaft !— 
Let others fing that oft’ mid thips on flame 
Thy Wand has plack’d from death the wreath of fame, 
I hail the warrior in misfortune great— 
The hero rifing from the ftorms of fate ! 
Yes!.--firm of foul, I view thee, Trowsripce! ftand, 
Point the low tide, and mark the treacherous ftrand ;--- 
O’er Britain’s glory watch with guardian eye, 
And guide to fame each warrior floating by.’’ pr. 4. 





The battle is next defcribed with true poetic fire, and foon 


as the din of arms had ceafed— 


«¢ —_. Netson, bleeding on his victor prow, 
Look’d down with pity on his proftrate foe ; 

Rear’d his proud flag a captive navy o’er ; 

And ftill’d, with hymn of praife, the battle’s roar--. 
‘ Almighty ! Lord of Hofts! hear, hear our cry !--. 
Thine, God of battle! thine, the victory !’ 

“¢ Bold hero! grac’d by many a glorious fcar-.. 
Whofe arm, unconquer’d, fell in front of war !.-. 
Neson! a nation’s voice thy name fhall raife ; 
Applauding fenates confecrate thy praife ; 

A grateful monarch twine around thy head 

Wreaths that fhall deck the wound where Britain bled, 
But not a nation’s voice that {wells thy name, 

Senates that fix,“and Kings that crown thy fame ; 

Nor refcu’d realms aveng’d, confer thy prize ;--. 

A purer fource the high reward fupplies. 

Favour’d of Heav'n !.--fit inftrument, defign’d 

To ftay the peftilence that waftes mankind ; 

Thy arm, again, on Ham’s aftonifh’d thore, 

Renews the wonders of the days of yore ; 

O’er ocean lifts th’ avenger’s fiery rod, 

And finites the fpoiler that blafphem’d his God!"’ p, 7, 8. 


The bard proceeds to recapitulate the ie ait ag threats of 


the French to deftroy the Britifh power in the Eaft, and ex- 
claims— 







** How art thou fall’n! gaunt famine, day by day, 
Has traced from corfe to corfe thy defperate way ; 
Strewn o'er the wafte th’ expiring warriors lye, 
Fair Gallia floats before their clofing eye, 
While hov’ring vultures on a diftant fhore, 
Shriek to their cry, and plunge their beaks in gore. 
‘« The Arab war-horfe has thy ftrength fubdu’d, 
And waded fetlock.deep in Gallic bloed ! 
Prefs'd on thy fteel, regardlefs of the wound, 
Swept with red mane thy chiefs that bit the ground, ‘ 
And, 
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And, wildly neighing to the brazen roar, 
Arch’d his proud creft thy flaming phalanx o’er !’* ‘ ‘ 
The deftru&tive progrefs of French /iderty, at home and 4 | 


abroad, is admirably depicted in the following animated lines : ie 


© Gaul! in whofe foul, through ev’ry thirfty vein, 
Swells the § fierce fpirit of the firft-born Cain ;’ 
Whofe banner, flaming from th’ infernal loom, 
In vengeance waves o’er nature’s crouded tomb,--- 
Where’er thy hoft, beneath its pomp unfurl’d, 
O’erfhadow’d, as they pafs’d, th’ unpeopled world : 
Stern foe! when Albion bade the battle ceafe, 
And, arm’d for victory, woo’d returning peace, 
Thy rage let flip th’ exterminating brood, 
The dogs of war, that lap the ftream of blood, 
Famine, that grafps in death th’ unfurrow’d clod, 
And peftilence, that fcents where flaughter trod ! 

‘‘ Ah! had thy foul to foothing peace inclin’d, 
A narrower compafs had thy crimes confin’d : 
Now arming vengeance flames th’ Atlantic o’er, 
And taunting infult fhakes thy threaten’d fhore ;--- 
* The idols of thy worthip, France, behold :--. 
‘ The feeptred regicides, that ftab for gold !’ 

‘*¢ Though howling furies urge thee on to war, 
And rage and mad ambition yoke thy car ; 
Yet, holier held—ador’d above the reft, 
Bafe Mammon builds his altar in thy breaft. 

«¢ Where marble temples wav’d their vanes on high, 
Or the low fane retiring fled the eye ;— 
Saints, round whofe brow the filver glory roll’d,— 
The God that o’er his altar flam’d in gold,— 
The cup by confecrated myft’ries bleft,— 
Crofs, Crofier, Cope, and rich embroider’d veft,— 
Each votive gift, that pain and forrow gave, 
And the gilt trophy o’er the warrior’s grave,— 
Thefe, price of blood, th’ apoftate fpoiler bore, 
And fternly grafp’d the facrilegious ore | 

‘© Ah! fromthat hour, when, in th’ abyfs below, 
Exulting fiends awhile forgot their woe--- 
When, on the plunder’d thrine thy fenate trod, 
Hail’d the blafphemer that deny’d a God... 
Bade death triumphant feal th’ eternal doom; 
And clofe the gates of mercy on the tomb ; 
Hell has enlarg’d thy bounds, to {well thy fhame 
With crimes unknown, and deeds without a name, 

«© Ob, thou! that, by the Loire’s forfaken fide, 
Day after day, each flow returning tide ; 
While interdi¢ted billows, foul with gore, 
Heav’d back the dead upon their native fhore, 
VOL, 31, x 
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*Mid how’ ring birds that dimm’d the noontide beam, 

And dogs that fnuff’d afar the tainted ftream ; 

Didit fwell again the hoarfe refounding flood 

With martyr’d hofts that feal’d their taith in blood ; 

Death’s feftering limbs to life and beauty chain, 

Then hurl them to the monfters of the main--- 

Tuou! that, when Hell’s flow hand, with murder tir’d, 

On Lyon’s crowded mafs the cannon fir’d ; 

Badft, one by one, the mute furvivors {weep 

In mock proceffion by th’ unburied heap ; 

And, with uplifted dagger, ftill as death, 

Sroodit o’er them lift’ning to each whifper’d breath ;-.- 

Infatiate demon ! o’er the ruins bend, 

Where cruth’d Helvetia’s groans ta heaven afcend. 

Woe to the land---where freedom did refide, 

Unnerv’d by luxury, unyok’d by pride t 

Lo! in the duft Morat’s demolifh’d fane 

Where freedom pil’d the bones of tyrants flain--- 

Lo! o’er the fhrine flows Uri’s mournful wave 

Which freedom rear’d o’er Tell’s diftinguifh’d grave... 

In fecret glens where peace alone was found, 

Where never fwain had fcal’d his rocky bound, 

Where daily toil fupply’d each calm defire, 

Nor ftray’d a wifh beyond the evening fire :--- 

On the green mountain and the thymy rock 

Where pip'd the thepherd to his fummer flock ; 

Up thelving banks, whofe fummit bleak and bare 

Lowr’d on the vent’rous plough that hung in air ; 

Where man, that view’d one {pot on earth his own, 

Fore’d the flow produce from th’ unwilling ftone, 

in happier feafons hous’d the number’d grain, 

And look’d unenvytng o’er the golden plain ; 

There rufh’d, ftern fiend of France, thy rathlefs horde, 

And hill, and dale, and mountain, curs’d thy fword. 
* Did none refift ?—before the invading heft 

None fall in arms upon his native coaft ? 

A race went forth---the woman mock’d at fear 

Fought 'mid the ranks, and fell the warrior near--- 

A race went forth---the grandfire, father, fon, 

March’d fide by fide, and deem’d the battle won ;--- 

March’d where their fires of old had proudly bled, 

And clafh’d their iron fhields as Auftria fled !--- 

Ah, haplefs race! in vain each bofom glow’d, 

And life, thro’ all, one kindred current flow’d ! 

Gaul! by thy fraud fubdu’d, the patriot band 

Dy’d with fraternal blood each murderous hand : 

While thou aloof, upon the mountain height, 

Powerd’it like a vulture hanging o’er the fight ; 

Aud when the flaughter ceas’d upon the plain, 

Dia'f rath in triumph down, and fpoil the flain, 

















Dr. Milne’s Affaciation Sermon, 


*¢ Thus rofe thy pow’r!---fell difcord led the way, 
Precedes the conqueft, and prepares thy fway--- 
Lo! there, rebellion claim’d thy proffer’d aid... 
Corruption here th’ entrufted realm betray'd !"” 


The poem ends with an admonition to Great Britain, to re- 
main firm amid{t the ftorm, and to place no reliance on the 
infidious profeffions of her treacherous foe.—It is needlefs for 
us to characterize a work from which we have given fuch am- 
ple extraéts. We have little doubt but that our readers will 
concur with us in the high opinion which we entertain of its 
merits. Long as our extracts have been we cannot abftain from 
quoting a Sonnet, addreffed to a Nobleman, whofe eminent 
talents, perfevering zeal, and indefatigable exertions, demand 
the warme(it applaufe, anddeepeft gratitude, of his country. 
In this Sonnet the bard has contrived to combine the beauties 
of poetry with the truth of profe. 


“TO EARL SPENCER, FIRST LORD COMMISSIONER OF THE AD- 
MIRALTY, XC. 

SPENCER! were mine the pow’r, by lofty lays, 
Guerdon of high defert, to lift thy name 
On the proud column of recording fame, 

1, to bold notes, that fwell the fong of praife, 

liad tun’d the lyre—th’ immortal meed be thine, 
That Freedon wreaths the patriot’s brow around !--- 
For at thy country’s cal], thou, foremoft found, 

Did'ft leave the groves where fcience wont to twine 

Thy chaplet richly grac’d with claffic flowers--- 
Yet, Britain claims thy care :---yet firmly guide 

Her fleets to conqueft borne on every tide--- 

So fhall fair peace, with glory in her train, 

Woo thee to Althorp’s tranquil haunts again, 

And vittory’s naval crown adorn the mufes’ bow’rs !’’ 








DIVINITY. 





Art. X. 4 Sermon preached before the Deptford Volunteers, 
in the Church of St. Nicholas, on Sunday, July 8th, 1798. 
By Colin Milne, LL.D. Reétor of North Chapel, Suffex, 
Leturer of St. Paul’s, Deptford, and Chaplain to the 
Honourable Corporation of the Trinity-Houfe. Publifhed 
at the Requeft of the Affociation. Pp. 42. Price 1s. 6d. 
Richardfon, 1798. 


HE charaéterof Dr. Milne’s eloquence is well Known to 
moft readers of fermons. His difcourfes unite juftnefs 


of obfervation, and force of reafoning, with animation and 
X 2 impreflive- 
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impreffivenefs. They {peak to the heart through the under. 
ftanding, deeply imprefs on the mind the moft important 
moral and religious truths, and powerrully f{timulate the 
hearers and readers to piety and virtue. 

The prefent fermon gives a very able account of the obje@ 
and principle of the Loyat Associations, and deduces 
the moft forcible motives to vigour and perieverance in plans 
and condudt of fuch efficacy, both againft domeftic and foreign 
enemies. ‘The Affociations, as the Dr, eloquently fhews, 
«« protect our families, our property, and independence.” 
On this head the writer, with much acutenefs, analyzes the 
principles and proceedings of our foes, to fet before us what 
evils might be expected, had we, bya relaxation of Britith cou- 
rage, patriotifm, and loyalty, fuffered them to be fuccefsful. 
The Adociations, he next demonftrates, defend ‘* our con- 
ftitution, our laws, and our country, threatened by the trea- 
chery of her own children to be reduced to the wretched 
condition of a province of France.” As in the former part 
of the difcourfe he had proved himfelf thoroughly acquainted 
with the general principles of polity, in this he manifefts a 
correct knowledge of the Britith Conftitution in particular, 
and, while he thinks as a found philofopher, feels as a patriot 
in treating the interefting and glorious theme. 

His peroration is peculiarly infpiriting— 

« Proceed, (fays he,) my much-refpected fellow-citizens, affoci- 
ated and armed in defence of the beft and deareft interefts of men; 
virtuous aflerters of your country’s rights, and defenders of its faith ; 
Vortunresrs in the caufe of /:derty, againtt injuftice, plunder, and 
oppreffion ; in the caufe of Aumanity, againft acts of favage ferocity, 
which beggar defcription; in the caufe of /focial order, againft prin- 
ciples deitructive of government and law.—We, your minifters and 
teachers, whom the gravity of our profeffion fcarcely permits to 
aflume the military garb, or to handle the fword, the buckler, and 
the {pear, think ourfelves bound, to the utmoft of our ability, to im. 
prefs upon all, to whofe profeffion no fuch indecorum is attached, the 
neceflity, the abfolute neceflity, that now exiits of oppofing the enemy, 
an ARMED NATION, as the only effectual means, under the provi« 
dence of God, of cither preventing, or averting, the threatened 


danger.’’ 

The compofition is corre&t and elegant; the fermon mutt 
pleafe the tafte as well as initruct the underftanding, improve 
and encourage the heart. We truft this excellent perfor- 


mance will experience a circulation proportioned to its merits ; 
if fo, it will be univerfally read. 


ART. 
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t Art. XI. 4 Sermon preached at the Vifitation of the Henou- 
rable and Right Reverend Edward, Lord Bifhop of Caritfle, 
held in the Cathedral Church of St. Mary, Carlifle, on the 
asth of ‘fune, 1798. By the Rev. John Farrer, Vicar of 


i se} 
Stanwix. a 7 


OW far the fame obfervation may have been made by 
others, we know not ; but it has, more than once, {ince 
the commencement of our Review, {truck us, as a peculiar f 
and pleafing feature of the times, that many of the interior Bats} 
Clergy have lately given to the world compofitions on public a: 
ocealions which would have done no difcredit to thofe of “f 
their brethren who are in higher ftations. In this number we 
are happy to rank the obfcure and remote, but very re{pect- ie 
able, a. of Stanwix. His text is Matthew v. 16. and Hi 
| we cannot better defcribe our opinion of his difcourfe, than Pa 
by adopting the few, but very fignificant, words of the Editor ty 
of Mr. Bifhop’s Sermons: ‘* it is plain and praétical, con- 
taining juft and pious fentiments, exprefled in a manly and 
forcible ftyle.”” In its doctrines and arguments there is nothing iid 
to except again{ft, but much to commend ; nor in its language | 
have we been able to note a fingle expreffion which we fhould 
be anxious to alter, unlefs it be that in Pp. 2. He fays, ‘that . 
they might be detter competent to judge ;’’ which may bea | 
Northern idiom, but we fhould certainly have faid more com- 
petent, | 
Conceiving as we do, that, with all poflible refpe& and | 
gratitude for many excellent preachers, and {till more for | 
’ 
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their many invaluable difcourfes, of late years the pulpit has 
rather encroached on the province of the defk ; or, at leaft, | 
that the abilities of our Clergy are judged of more from their 4 
exertions in the latter than the former, we felt fome concern : 

that the ample and very ufeful advice here given refpecting the | 
compofition of fermons was not prefaced fomewhat more at | 
large, with directions for the performance of the other parts 4 
of the fervice; which, to fay the leaft of them, are neither | 
lefs neceffary, nor lefs important, nor, as we are not afraid to 
add, lefs difficult. 

Among the topics recommended to his hearers, as proper to 
be infifted on in their public difcourfes, we find, (pr. 11) the 
following, which we give, not only as thinking them perti- 
nent and judicious, but as a fair fpecimen of the author's {tyle 
and manner.— 






et 


SN a A ONE Sy cy eR RE pe mn 


‘© The changes of the year equally admit of religious improve- 
ment, asthe changes and chances of this mortad life. At fced-time 
we 
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we may exhort our pirithioners to beg a blefling on their labours, as 
confcious that, whoever tills or fows, 1t:1s God alone that gives the 
smcreafe; and at harveft, we may invite them to exprefs their grati. 
tude to the God of Seafons, for opening his hand, and cro wing the 
year with the fruits of bis works. Indeed we cannot employ a more 
effeCtual means to engage the attention and intereft of our refpective 
congregations, than by addreifing ourfelves to their habits and capa. 
citics. And, there ‘fore, to thofe who have rural audiences, it may be 
2 convenient meafure in their preaching to draw their allufions from 
rural economy. It wasin this manner our Lord addrefled his follow. 
ers, who were chiefly compofed of the humbler ranks of men. The 
farm and the vineyard readily fupplied him with images of difcourfe, 
and he illuftrared the fervices of our He avenly M. her by the common 
occupations of rural and domettic life.’’ 


In the next page, with no lefs propriety and prudence, he 
exhorts the Clergy, notwith{tanding the very dogmatical dic- 
tates of fome ailuming critics to the contrary, occafionally to 
preach on politics. 


“© Inthe prefent hour we are called upon to encounter a fpirit of 
Hicentioufnefs in thinking, {peaking, and acting, repugnant not only 
to religious principles, but fubverfive of foctal and civil order. 
While we are openly engaged as a nation in refiting the formidable 
arms of France, we have alfo to combat thofe dettructive principles 
which have made that country a feene of anarchy and bloodfhed. 
And here there is a call, not only for an arm of fieth, but alfo for the 
{word of the fpirit, which is the word of God. For though we 
have little conern in the pulpit with political topics, though the 
kingdoms of the world are very different from the kingdoms of our 
God, vet, when war is profe fedly waged againit our prefent comforts 
and our future hopes, it would be a criminal fupinenefs in us to fit fill 
dike thofe who are at eafe in Sion, and not to exert ourfelves in behalf 
of our dearett interefts both in the prefent and the future world.’”’ 


‘The fermon is announced as ‘ printed for the Affociation 
of Schoolmatters in the North of England;”’ an ufeful infti- 
tution, formed on the plan of friendly focicties, which ap- 
pears to have been firlt fet on foot in 1774. An account of 
tis fcheme is annexed to this difcourfe, which is not beneath 
the notice of any who take an intere{t in the fate of learning 
and learned men. 





- *? 


Lucas’s Affaciation Sermon, 159 


Art. XII. The Favour of God the only Security in National 
Danger :—A Sermon, preached at the Parifh Church of St. 
Lawrence ‘Fewry, on Sunday the 12th of Auguft, 17983 
before the Guildhall Volunieer Affociation. By W ilifam 
Lucas, M. A. Leurer of the United Parithes of St. 
Mary Magdalen and St. Gregory, Old Fifth Street, and 
Chaplain to the Affociation. Pp. 20. Robinfons, Lon- 
don. 1798. 


HIS is adifcourfe delivered beforea VolunteerCorps. The 
author has judiciouily chofen for his fubject the certainty 
and confolation of a national Providence, controuling the events 
of war, and, throughthe inf: ‘umentality of fecondcaufes, order- 
ing all things according to the eternal counfel of his wiil. 
In traverfing this beaten ground, much novelty of expreflion, 
or acceflion of frefh arguments, was not, perhaps, to be ex- 
pected. The fentiments, however, are conceived with piety, 
and fuitable to the occafion. The language in which they 
are conveyed is very good, but not remarkable for any {triking 
beauties. Among thofe paffages which appear to us the moft 
worthy of notice, and highly creditable to the worthy and 
refpectable author, we {elect the following, with which we 
fhall conclude our obfervations.—Speaking of the means by 
which we may moft reafonably hope to fecure that divine 
favour which he had before proved eflential to national fuccefs, 


he fays— 


“| We have not only to contend with a diftant enemy, but with 
one near at hand: an enemy, of all others, whom we have moft to 
fear, for ftrength, treachery, malignity, and every thing elfe, that 

can make war dreadful—Let us flee, then, for help to the God whom 
we have offended ; let us, by prayer and repentance, deprecate his 
wrath ; and let a fenfe of what he hath already done for us fill us 
with confidence and gratitude in return; let us learn, moreover, to 
compofe our paffions, which have been exafpe rated and inflamed by 
party violence ; to reftrain that immoderate {pirit of luxury and dif- 
fipation fo prevalent among us ; and, fince from the arrogant and inad~ 
miflible demands of the encmy, the continuance of the war is unhap- 
pily unavoidable, to make fuch @conomical regulations in our ex- 
pences as may enable us to contribute with liberality and cheerful. 
nefs towards [the relief of *} the public incumbrances. And if we 





* Not in the text, but neceffary to the perfect fenfe of the fen- 
tence, becaufe to contribute to an incumbrance is to increafe an evil. 
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have any true love for our country, any juft regard for the mainte. 
nance of its credit, or any grateful fenfe of the bleflings [ which} we 
enjoy under our happy eftablifhment, now is the time to att, as people 
entirely convinced, that umantmity im our counjels, and economy ix 
our condud, are the only ays that can fupport the prefent burthens, 
and fecure the freedom and independency of thefe kingdoms from the 
threatened attempts of an afpiring and ambitious nation.”’ 








PUBLICATIONS ON THE UNION. 





Arr. XIII. The Probability, Caufes, and Confequences of an 
Union between Great Britatn and {reland, difcuffed ; with 
Strifures on an Anonymous Pamphlet, in Favour of the 
Meafure, fuppofed ta be written hy a Gentleman high in 
Office. By the Rev. Dennis Taaffe. 8vo, Pp. 48. 
Hill, Dublin, 1798. 


T was eafy to collect from the Debates on this queftion in the Irifh 
Houfe of Commons, that the {pirit of party was carried to an 
extraordinary height, and that the voice of reafon was loft in the 
cries of prejudice, and the clamours of faction. But we had no idea 
thac this fpirit, fo fertile in evils of every defcription, could fud. 
devly rife fuperior to the ties of allegiance, and the bonds of duty. 
Yet, in many infances, this appears to have been the cafe, as we 
fhall have occafion to fhew in our review of the different. publications 
on this interefling topic, which have been tranfmitted to us by our 
correfpoatents in Dublin. 

Of what religious perfuefion the author of the pamphlet before us 
may be, we cannot pretend to fay ; whether a Diflenting Minifter, 
or a Catholic Prieft, we know not; but his political principles, if 
principles they may be called, are evidently thofe of a rank Jacobin, 
of an United Irifhman. He begins by reprefenting the ftate of Ire. 
land to be bad as its worft énemies could wifh 1t; and while his 
book breathes fedition, if not treafon, in every page, he gravely tells 
us, that “ all freedom of enquiry, whether by fpeech or writing, is 
treated as treafon, and ftruck dumb by the terrors of martial law and 
military execation."’ p. 4. The Britifh Minifter he reprefents asa 
perfect montter : admonithing the Proteftants of Ireland to put no 
truft in him, he fays, ‘* Oh! filly bigots ! how little do you compre- 
hend the expanded views of the illuminated moniter. He can league 
himfelf jut as cordially with emigrant Papift Priefts, with Popifh 
Auttria, and inquiftorica/ bigot Spain, to advance his own fchemes ; 

he 
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Taaffe on the Caufes and Confequences of the Union. 161 


he would league himfelf with the Turk, Jew, Pagan, or even the Des 
wil himfelf, tor the fame end.”’ (r. 6.) He regards England as a 
rapacious foreigner that wants firt to fubjugate, and then to plunder, 
her independent neighbour. In order that he may eafily anfwer the 
arguments of Mr. Pitt, he makes a fpeech for him, in fupport of the 
Union, and puts fuch fentiments in his mouth as would naturally 
enough proceed from a mind in which folly and profligacy were per. 
feétly blended. : % 

In the Jyimg account which he makes the Minifter give of the caufe 
of the Irifh Rebellion, and the conduct of thofe employed to fupprefs 
it, he, nodoubt, makes ufe of the very language which he is himfelf 
in the habit of ufing.—** A banditti of exterminators long paraded 
through the North in the moft public manner, to the terror and dif. 
may of his Majefty’s peaceable fubjeéts, exercifing with entire im. 
punity every {pecies of cruelty and rapine on the detencelefs Catholics 
of Ulfter ; all applications to the Caftle for redrefs or protection were 
fruitlefs ; and this mifchief was tolerated for years, to the utter ruin 
of thoufands, and, therefore, not abjurdly fuppofed to have the Secret 
fupport and countenance of G— = (The delicacy, or rather 
apprehenfion, of this feditious prater, in oe to write the word 
Government at full length, is curious.) ‘The Catholic Peafantry of 
Ireland, fixding no prote@ion in the Laws of the Land, combined in 
their own defence; and thus two hoftile aflociations overfpread the 
kingdom ; hence the facility with which republican principles have 
been propagated—if Jacobins harangued, it was G pro- 
cured for them a partial and favourable audience. Thus Republican. 
ifm, from being confined to a few fpeculative men, through the crimes 
of, a became the political creed of the nation.” (e.12.) 
This is really the prettieft apology for treafon and rebellion that we 
ever recolleét to have feen or heard. The people of Ireland are thus 
addreffed : ** Support a Conftitution from a participation of whofe 
rights and benefits you are excluded; fupport a monopoly which 
crufhes, degrades you, and makes you aliens on your native foil ; 
fapport that which makes contempt, flavery, and beggary your inhe- 
ritance; fupport that which brands you as unworthy to fhare the 
benefits of civilized fociety ; and which, by ftripping you of every 
degree of political confequence, gives you as many tyrants as there 
are members of the privileged cait.’’ (rp. 14.) Was ever any Apoitle 
of Rebellion more eloquent ? 

We learn, however, fomething perfectly novel from this writer— 
that the Irith were formerly a polifhed and learned people, and have 
only been brutalized by their connection with us.  Arduous in. 
deed was the tafk of extirpating literature entirely from among them, 
for the very loweft and pooreft of the wretches have a ftrange er. 
ing after learning, not to be found among the fame defcription any 
where elfe ; and, what is f{carcely lefs alarming, they have a fingular 
capacity too for fcientific puriuit. To pick up a little learning, 
there is no hardthip to which they will not fubmit ; nakednefs, hun. 
ger, and toil!’’ (ep. 22.) * Your ee zealous blood-hounds 
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(the Proteftants) may be driven by refentment into an alliance with 
Patriot Rebels.’’ (rp. 23.) The Proteitants, and all who were em. 
ployed in fuppreffing the rebellion, are objects of the vileft calumny, 
the moft atrocious defamation, with this Reverend author. — Traitors 
to their country, informers, {pies, butchers of their fellow-citizens, 
ravithers of female honour, &c. ‘There is no crime fo abominable they 
will not deliberately plunge into ; command them to fcalp, or devour, 
the corpfes of thofe they murdered, to erect pyramids of fculls, &c. 
you fhall be furprized at the alacrity of their obedience, provided the 
reward lay not behind. ‘There have been inftances of their bitin 
the palpitating hearts of the-flain, and exclaiming, while they de. 
voured the Cannibal repaft, 20 food fo feet as the heart of a Rebel.” 
(rp. 24.) And this man has the impudence, and the profligacy, to tell 
the public, that ‘* all freedom of writing is ftruck dumb’’!!! This 
paflage is followed by an effufion of Jacobinical wit, intended to 
render his Sovereign contemptible, in evident imitation of that pro. 
fligate {cribbler ycleped Peter Pindar, though with much lefs humour, 
and fomewhat more malignity. 

The Appendix, which occupies 18 pages, was written by way of 
Anfwer to the pamphlet reviewed in our laft number but one, *' 
afcribed to Mr. Cooke ; it contains no argument, and is remarkable 
for nothing but rancorous virulence, ox open violation of truth. 
The author ridicules the idea of advantages being derived, in point 
of refinement and civilization, by the Irith, from a clofer connection 
with the Englifh. ‘ Learn good breeding and politenefs from the 
churlifh, growling, and felfifh race of Englifhmen!” (r. 31.) He 
tells us, in the lying rant of modern Democracy, that England is 
waging war againft the imdependence of France; but that the 
Englith of yore would neither crouch to Kings nor Priefts, regarding 
all {uch public officers, by whatever name decorated, as public fervants, 
refponfible for their miniftry, and liable to be cajbiered for mifcondud 
as they frequently were.’’ (e@» 36.) This favours of the {chool of 
Paice. The only benefit, according to him, tobe reaped by Ireland 
from the propofed Union is, ‘* a bountiful dividend of the moderate 
taxes and debt of England; our full proportion of no lefs a fum than 
five hundred million !’’ (rv. 34.) Ut the “ nonfenfical afcendency”’ 
of England, her ‘* unjuft monopolies,’’ her ‘ vile machinations,’’ 
be deftroyed; ‘* then Chriftianity will not be difgraced by the horrid 
exoefles of its votaries, excefles that argue more againf? it than a 
thoufand [yHogifms; NO GOOD TREE BRINGETH FORTH BAD FRUIT, 
&c."’ (Pp. 40.) So that this Minifter of Religion deems Chrifti- 
anity not a good tree!!! 

e have taken more notice of this miferable publication than it 
deferves, merely with a view to fhew the /pirit that marks many of 
the enemies to the Uxion; and, having exhibited fufficient proofs of 
the weracity and modefly of its author, we fhall now confign it to 
public contempt. 


——_— — 





* P, 640, Vol. Lv 











Art. XIV. The Second Part of Taaffe’s RefleBicns on the 
Union. 8vo. Pp. 48. Mehain, Dublin, 1799. 


N reading the Preface to thefe fupplementary reflections of the 
Rev. Dennis Taaffe, we ceafed to be furprized at the violence 
of his ftyle and the rancour of his heart. We there learn that this 
political prophet, fo early as the year 1790, forefaw all the evils 
which Ireland was doomed to experience. ‘That was the very period 
at which the leaders of the Rebels formed the project of that treafon- 
able affociation of ** United Irifhmen,’’ which was eftablifhed the 
following year. It was very natural that fo zealous a partifan, as 
Mr. Taaffe appears not merely to ave deen, but actually to be, fhould 
be admitted into their fecret councils, whence, of courfe, he would 
derive that knowledge which formed the bafis of his predi¢tion, 
This will account at once for the fervour of his zeal, and the extent 
of his forefight. Accordingly he ‘* was among the foremoft, if not 
the firft, to detect the deep.laid plots of the British Cabinet, and 
found the alarm.’? From the year 1794 to the prefent period his 
fentiments, it feems, have been communicated to the public, at diffe. 
rent times, through the mediym of pamphlets, If the party haye 
had many fuch writers in their pay, all the horrors and enormities 
which have been committed by the Irith Traitors can excite no 
altonifhment. 

The prefent tract might very naturally be fuppofed to have pro. 
ceeded — the Commirtee of Irifhmen at Paris, who have for fome 
years aéted in the capacity of Minifters to the Directory for ever 
thing relating to the intended republics of Great Britain and Ireland, 
It breathes the pure ftyle of the Dire¢tory throughout, and is admi. 
rably calculated for the meridian of the Luxembourg. The rebellion. 
in Ireland, we are told, was all defignedly raifed by Mr. Pitt; and 
** when fects and parties were inflamed againft each other, and the 
(Britifh and Proteftant) afcendancy worked up tofury, breathing re- 
venge and extermination, in comes Camden, with refufal, defiance, 
coercion, and terror, in his train; then commenced a government of 
paflion and revenge ; a government of fpies and informers, a govern- 
ment of blood ound and terrorifts.’’ (rp. 4.) Here the fhoe 
pinches. ‘The wife and vigorous meafures of Lord Camden de. 
feated the plots of treafon, and fyuftrated the machinations of rebel. 
lion :— Hinc ire, binc lachryme, 

Were we difpofed briefly to characterize the atrocious calumnies 
uttered by this author againft the Britifh Government, the Britith 
Merchants, the Britifh Army, in fhort, againft every thing Britifh, 
we fhould borrow the expreflion applied by an Englifh author to cer- 
tain critics, and cal] them § the afperfions of a liar, in the lan 
of, Billingfgate.’ More flagrant falfehoods were never devifed, more 
abominable defamation was never propagated, by man. His means and 
kis objeét are alike deteftable ;—the one calumny, the other rebellion, 


“ If IL am right in my conje€tnres, the rebels will again be ftimulated to rife, 
witha view of Senoyating their conili€t with the Yeomaury, thus preventing wed 
¥2 thing 
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thing like 2 coalition of parties in oppofition to the Union.” (r. 16.) * The reigg 
of Robeipierre furnifhes no parallel to the execrable barbarities perpetrated by one 
party, often without any proot of crime, on bare fufpicion of being adverfe to 
afcendency. The Guillotine infli€ted a fpeedy and eafy death; there was no pick. 
cting, no =P flow fires, no fcalping, or pitched caps, no whipping with 
thongs of thick-knotted wire, and, after the back was laid bare, falt, pepper, and 
vinegar applied to the raw wounds, and whipped into the marrow. Idolatry was 

uilty of a more pardonable miftake in honouring the creature too much. Could 
teil infpire any thing more than rancour and malice againft fief and blood ? This 
harbarous outrage and violation of human nature, thefe feats of demoniac and fran. 
tic atrocity, revelling in lott, murder, and butchery, drunk with blood and 
cruelty, polluting the eyes of an agonizing le ees and the day-light, with fuch 
unuttetable abominations as freeze the blood with horror, and make Hell bluh, 
and cry out fhaime.” r. 20. 

In the apt pifture of French atrocities exhibited in ‘* The Bloody 
Buoy,’’ time, place, and names were carefully fpecified, in order to 
deprive their advocates of all pretence to incredulity. Mr. Taaffe 
fupplies none of thofe requifites for the eftablifhment of truth; and, 
for the beit poflible reaton—becaufe he is the vig == falfehood ; 
and fearful of affording the means of detection, From general, he 
defcends to particular, calumny. ‘* At Gorey an Eng!:/ Officer, no 
foldier, cut out with his pen-knife a man’s heart who was hanged 
for a rebel, (without proof,) and deliberately cutting it open—dreadful 
to relate—-Oh! Heavens !—it were lefs criminal to devour it than— 
no, the paper, the public eye will not bearit!’’ (rp. 20.) Could we, 
fora moment fuppofe that Mr. T. was relating a fad, we fhould re. 
mind him, that the man who knows, and yet forbears to hold out to 
public indignation the perpetrator of fuch a diabolical aft, is an 
enemy to fociety. Our author fhews no fymptoms of diffidence, de- 
licacy, or forbearance, in any partof his writings; and, therefore, 
the gratification of his inveterate hatred of the Englifh could experi- | 
ence no obftacle from the interpofition of fuch troublefome fenfations : 
if, then, he were ftating a truth, he would certainly not fail to adduce 
fuch circumftances as might be eafily obtained, and are indifpenfibly 
neceffary to. procure belief. 

sy , endeavoured to ftir up every malignant paffion of the hu- 
man mind, and to direct them againft England, he calls upon his 
countrymen of all denominations, Catholics and Prefbyterians, Re- 
bels and Loyalifts, to unite for the feparation of the countries ; and, 
after quoting Scripture in fupport of his pions exhortation, he char:- 
tably devotes all who refuge to obey his call to eternal damnation. 

* The Devi and Pitt with to fight [& againh fe, party again party, in order 
to accomplith their views of fubjugating ail. The Minitter has fhewn the cloven 
fort, if we do not profit by the aifcovery we deferve to perifh here and dereafter.”* 


(e 23.) 


In order to complete his aly he gives what he calls an account 
of whe prefent ftate and profpects of England, The Britifh Contti- 


tution, according to him, cannot lait long, becaufe— 


The hereditary branch muft finally {wallow up the others; poate of the 
high power of declaring war, and trufted with the expenditure of the eztraordi- 
Mary means tor carrymg it On, it increafes, at will, its patronage and means of cor- 
Fuption; it prefies the paffions, purfes, and expectations of mankind ow its 
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fervice. The executive cannot take the people’s money, without the confent of the 
Commons: nocither can the Commons take it without the aid of the Executive. 
May not both agree to take and fhare it among themfclves ? They have done fo! 
wil not church, ftate, places, penfions, law, army, navy, é&c. {well the Royal 
bouaty, which bears down, as witha deluge, every particle of independence? 
During the prefent reign, all thefe refources have been ettoctually employed to fap 
the liberties of the people, and ere€ on the ruins that abfolute power which is the 
Jirf and fervent with of every man who bears the maine of King. William the 
1Vth. has left England no alternative between abjolute monarchy and a republic.” 
(Pp. 3. 37-) 

After thus deftroying our Conftitution, he difplays the fata/ effeéts 
of our extenfive commerce, reviles every clafs of the community, and 
then proceeds to delineate, with his delicate pencil, the general chae 
ra¢ter of the Britifth Nation. 


“ The fyftem has reduced them. (the bulk I mean) to the level of the brute 
ereation; compelled by the weight of taxes to inceflant toil, with hardly leifure 
for fleep, or bolting their viétuals, (chewing would take up time) and that from 
their earlieit years. They are deprived of the means of human happinels. They 
can tate no plealure but of the groficit animal kind, and that too ftinted and 
fparingly ; their cares, toils, and furrows are many, their enjoyments few. A 
Monied Ariftocracy is created ;—it has converted the kingdom into an immenfe 
Gambling-Houfe, than which a greater plague to mora/s cannot be well conceived,” 
(r. 42.) 

And it is an Jri/man that draws this picture! The conclufion is 
natural, that it would be madnefs in his countrymen to wmite with a 

le who are bankrupts in every thing that conftitutes national 
dignity, national happinefs, and national wealth, Our readers will 
conclude from the fpecimen which we have exhibited that Mr. 
Cooke has met with a moft formidable opponent, and morality with 
amoft able advocate, in Mr. Dennis ‘Taaffe! 





Art. XV. An Union neither neceffary or (nor) expedient for 
Ireland ; being an Anfwer to the Author of * Arguments for 
and againft an Unien, &c.”” By Charles Ball, Efq. 8vo. 


Pp. 54. Porter, Dublin, 1798. 


ROM the rude ftrains of literary barbarifm we turn with plea. 

fure to the milder accents of more polifhed controverfy. On 
perufing the firft fentence in this tract we were difpofed to clafs it 
among the numerous publications of the day that are more diftinguifh- 
ed for violence of declamation than coolnefs of difcuffion, and our 
readers, we think, would feel a fimilar difpofition on reading that 
Mr. Cooke was “ an enterprifing adventurer in the trade of politics, 
who, under the fhield of darknefs and fecrecy, has bafely infulted 
the people and parliament of Ireland, and has attempted to com- 
mit an att of deliberate treafon, by difumiting for ever the realm 
of Ireland from the Britifo Crown,” (ep. 1); but we had 


ceeded but little farther when we found that ee om beDi i 
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been grofsly erroneous. In faét, though we are far from agreeing with 
Mr. Ball, in the accuracy of all his pofitions, and ftill farther from 
acceding to the propriety of his inferences, it would be the height of 
prejudice and injuftice not to acknowledge that his attacks are, in 
many inftances, fuccefsful ; that his ia ap (with the fingle excep. 
tion which we have noticed) is uniformly the language of a gentle. 
man, and that he appears to be exclufively actuated by feelings highly 
honourable to his nature, a manly fpirit of independence, and a laud. 
able fenfe of national pride; fuch feelings, when not direéted to 
the fupport of fantaftic theories, nor to purpofes incompatible with 
that fubordination which is effential to the exiltence of good governs 
ment, ennoble and dignify the mind, and at once prepare and qualify 
it for the moft falutary and beneficial exertions. 

Our Author feems to us to argue on a falfe principle, when he infers, 
asa neceffary confequence, from the majority of Britifh over Irith 
fenators, in the event of an Union, that the w/lof Great Britain 
could, avowedly and inevitably, become the law of {reland. (P. 19) 
He forgets, that, if the two countries were to form integral parts of 
the fame empire, every individual member of the fenate, whether 
Britith or Irith, would be bound, by the moft folemn of all obliga. 
tions, to guard and to promote the interefts of Ireland with the fame 
vigilance and the fame exertion as the intereits of Great Britain. 
He would not. be the reprefentative of this or that part of the king- 
dom, but of the whole aggregate body of the fubjects of the empire. 
The profperity and welfare of the Scotch have been as much objetts 
of attention to the parliament of Britain fince the Union, as thofe of 
the Englifh ; and there can be no reafon to fuppofe, that, under 


fimilar circumftances, Ireland would be deprived of fimilar advan. , 


tages. 

“The affertion of Mr. Cooke, that, ‘* the Catholics (by an Union) 
would lofe the advantage of the argument of numbers, &c. &c.” 
is ftated by Mr. B. to be a grofs fallacy.” (rp. 20.) On the 
contrary we conceive it to be an indifputable fact. If the two 
countries were united, all diftinction between Englifh and Irifh Ca. 
tholics would neceffarily ceafe, and, in eftimating the relative propor- 
tion of Catholics to Proteftants, the whole empire would be taken 
into the account ; and then, initead of the Catholics forming, as they 
now do in Jre/awd, a confiderable majority of the kingdom, they 
would undoubtedly be reduced toa minority. 'The advantage, there- 
fore, which perfons of that perfuafion have hitherto derived, on 
queftions of national policy, from their fuperiority of numbers, would, 
of necellity, be loft. 

«¢ IT cannot conceive”’ (fays our Author) ‘a more accurate baro- 
meter to afcertain the ftate of the political atmofphere than the 
profeflion of the law.’ (er. 33.) Here we mutt again differ from him; 
and, and without caiting any invidious reflections on a profeffion 
which we honour, merely recall to his mind that the Revolution in 
France, und all. its attendant horrors, were, in a great meafure, 
brought about by the political <v/dom of the French Bar ; and that 
the 
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the moft fuccefsful and opulent Barrifters were the moft ative in pro. 
ducing them. 
ing of an Union between weak and powerful ftates, between 
Brabant and the German Empire, and America and Great Britain, 
Mr, B. obferves, that political injury was, on all occaiions, ac- 
companied, with perfonal indignity and infult,” from the larger to 
the {maller ftates. In the two inftances which he here fele¢ts, we 
mutt peremptorily deny the affirmation. The inhabitants of Brabant 
and America were treated with paternal fondnefs by their refpective 
governments ; and the Revolutions in both countries arofe, not from 

reflion but from very different caufes. In pr. 37 we are told, 
that fo far from the Union being an advantage to Scotlard it ‘* was 
injurious to her, and prevented her greater and farther improvement’? 
in commerce, wealth, and population: and the author attempts to 
fupport this pofition by fhewing, that Ireland, without an Union, has 
improved, in thofe refpects, in a much greater degree, in the fame 
term of years. But furely it might have occurred to him, that this 
difference of improvement arifes entirely from the fuperiority of local 
and internal advantages of various kinds, pofleiled by Ireland 
over Scotland, and, therefore, proves nothing as to the point in 
queftion. 

Mr. B. admits the competence of Parliament to confent to an 
Union, but his admiffion is followed by an obfervation that fhould 
not pafs without notice. ‘An army might did@ate—a parliament 
might vote fuch a law, fo far is phyfically poflible—but no wore of 
parliament—no milttary power could ever deprive the people, /o 
betrayed and conquered, of their right to repel that power and 
repeal that law,* by every means that God and Nature put inta 
their hands,’? ‘This is the plain language of rebellion, by whom- 
foever ufed. The people have no right to repeal a law; and any 
attempt to overawe the legiflature, much more to force them to the 
adoption of any meafure, is an act of rebellion, In the fame page’ 
we are told, that the profpect of an Union isa mere {cheme of finance 
** to relieve Great Britain, by fharing her burdens with Ireland, 
and to extend to Ireland her proportion of four hundred millions 
of debt, and her quota of the propofed tax on income.’’ By this 
time Mr, Ball muft be convinced that the Minifter had no fuch ob- 
ject in contemplation. 

Having thus ftated the principal points on which we differ from 
the author, it is but juftice to declare, that there are many others in 
which we agree withhim. His obfervations (in p. 17, 18, and 19,) 
relpecting the confpiracy of the United Irithmen, which he truly 
teprefents to have been not a religious but a political confpiracy, and, 
threrefore, forming no ground of .reproach to the Catholics, as fuch, 
are peculiarly pertinent and proper. ‘The fame may be faid on his 
tfemarks on the Irifh Judges (rp. 32) whofe abilities we know to be 
great, and whofe integrity we believe to be incorruptible. His 
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168 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 
reflections (ine. 48, 49,) refpeéting the danger of particular topics, 


difplay much temperance, and no {mall portion of wifdom. His con. 
cluding addrefs to his adverfary does infinite honour both to his 
head and heart: ‘1 cannot lay afide my pen without addreffing to 
you afew words in your private capacity asa Gentleman.—I am 
unacquainted with your perfon—your character I know to be 
refpectable—your talents are certainly of magnitude—your honour 
ed tiapity; in'concerns detached from politics, have never been 
i ed—TI have been informed that your manners are polifhed, 

that your difpofition is amiable in the extreme. ‘This king. 
dom owes you obligations as an able and prudent Minifter.— 
Even, on the prefent occafion, I refpeét the motive which has 
brought you forward.—Suffer not, I befeech you, a fentiment of 
anger tO enter your mind againft me—Our feelings are congenial— 
There is between us but a geographical difference—You are the 
bold champion for England—I am the humble advocate for Ire. 
land.” (Pr. 54.) 

The ityle of this tra€t is corre€t without tamenefs ; animated 
without inflation ; and impreflive without affectation. It is, upon the 
whole, highly creditable to the talents and to the principles of the 
author. 





Art. XVI. Striures on a Pamphlet, entitled “* Arguments for 
and againft an Union, Sc. 8vo. Pp. 24. Price, a Britif 
Sixpence. Porter, Dublin, 1798. 


She anonymous champion for the legiflative independence of Ire. 
land has neither the temper nor the talents of Mr. Ball. His 
StriQures are fuperficial, deftitute of judgement, and ftrongly marked 
by prejudice. ‘Two paffages we fhall notice merely to ftigmatize a3 
falfe, in point of faét, and a libel on the Britith charaéter, ‘* The 
intrigues of the Britifh cabinet have been calculated to foment 
thofe difcontents (civil and religious) to excite thofe jealoufies, to 
connive at thofe infurreétions, om finally, to amneftize thofe rebel- 
lions, for the purpofe of promoting their favourite, and now 
avowed, object.’’ (pr. 6.) ‘The falfchood of this imputation is 
only exceeded by its malignity. ‘* As a proof of that diberality 
which characterizes Great Britain in a@// tranfattions: relating to 
this country, let me advert to the treatment experienced by thofe 
miferable fufferers, who, on a recent occafion, yielded to the impe- 
rious neceflity of the times, abandoned their property and habita- 
tions, to feek protection from Great Britain. As fellow-men, 9 
fcllow-fubjects, and in diftrefs, they hada claim upon the humanity, 
upon the benevolence, of the Britifh nation; yet im what mannef 
were they received? ‘To fome few, perhaps, a churlifh and tem. 

orary relief was extended, while the remainder were fuffered to 
anguith under the complicated miferics of poverty and exile, ag- 
gravated 
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grav: rated by the ftupid and impertinent curiofity, or the tind if 
of the felfith and unfeeling ! Such, my countrymen, is the 
rality of Great Britain—Such the nation in w hofe honour and whofe 
juttice we are implicitly to confide !’’ (ry. 19.) We thall not 
infule our countrymen by aby attempt to \ indicate the national cha. 
rafter, which, in all the duties of hum: ity, fhines preseminently 
confpicuows among the nations of Europe, from afperfions fo foul and 
unmerited, The ' writer who can have tecourfe to fuch a pitiful fabri. 
cation cannot expect much credit, either tor his arguments or his 
Pp! inciples. In p. 16, there is a pretty plain invitation to the people 
to rife and overawe the deliberations of the Parliament ; and in pv, 22, 
Siniigyy is fuperadded to falfehood, in the affertion that the Britith 

Troops, fent over to act againft the Rebels, were fent “ to anfwer 
fome fecret purpofe, aud without any benefit to Treland.’’ 





Art. XVIT. An Union to be Suljection, proved from Mr. C's 
own words, in his Arguments for and againft ; in two Parts. 
Part the Firf. By an Irith Logician. 8yo. Pp. 40, 
Rice, Dublin. 1799. 


HIS foi-difant Logician, is the molt obfcure and inconclufive . 


reafoner that we have yet met with in the courfe of the prefent 
controverfy. He objects mott ftrongly to a petitio principii in 
his adverfary, when the whole train of his own reafoning is founded 
on the aflumption that the independence of Ireland will be deftroyed 
by an Union with Great Britain, a fact which he does not even 
think it nece ffary to prove 
Mr. C. having reprefented 6 the ftate of Europe, and efpecially of 
France’? as a motive to adopt the project of an Union, the Logician 
exclaims © we cannot be furprized at any thing at the prefent day, 
when we behold the virtuous Minifter of Great Britain metamor- 
phofed into an advocate for French plundering fyftems, and French 
plans of Incorporations /”’ (py. 23.) We mean not to compliment 
his penetration at the expence of his integrity, by admitting that he 
comprehended the force and tendency of Mr. C’s obfervation, and 
wilfully mifreprefented i it; for we really believe that his comprehen. 
fion was not foexterrlive, Certainit is, that the means which France 
has employed to extend her Empire and te increafe her power: of an- 
noyance, muft render it highly neceflary for thofe ftates which are 
the more immediate objeéts of her implacable enmity, to adopt every 
meafure that can tend to confolidate their ftrength, and to multiply 
their means of refiftance. Af the Unien be calculated to produce 
fuch an effect, it is undoubtedly a ftrong argument in its favour. But 
how the mere a€&t of advancing fuch an argument can be conftrued 
into an approbation of the deteftable condutt of France, in annihi- 
lating the independence of other ftates, it is- not poffible for any 
Engli/> \ogician to conceive. 
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An Union may be compared to a partne thhip in trade,’ faid 
Mr. Cooke. No, replies our Logician, ** there may be an agreement 
between the two nations. They may confe ‘nt to an Union; but who 
will guarantee the e performance of the contract ? Where is the con- 
trouling power? ‘There is none.’? He is not aware that this argu. 
ment, if it prove any thing, proves too much; for it proves the im. 
poiipility of an Union between any two countries which are not 
e ua' in power, even though formed with the unanimous confent of 
a'l the inhabitants, and univerfally acknow ledged to be effential to 
the fatety, and even to the exiflence, of both parties. 

We could eatily adduce many other inftances of logical precifion 
from this pamphlet ; but our readers, we e imagine, will be fatisfied with 
the {pecimens already exhibited. The ftyle is as incorreét ‘as the ar- 
guments are inconclufive. 
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Art. XVIII. Od/ervations on a Pamphlet, Juppofed to be 
avrilten by an Englifbman, entitled, Arguments far ana 
agai 5 i an Union. By a Student at Trinity College. 8vo. 
Pp 32. Milliken, Dublin. 1799. 


UCH empty declamation, but little argument, and lefs reafon, 
are to be found in thefe Himfy obfervations of a Student, who 
goes over the fame ground with the ‘ logician.” He, like fome other 
char aprons of the fame caufe, gravely maintains, that the intervention 
of the fea between the two countries is an infarrnountable bar to an 
Union. They never, he fays, can become one Empire “rill the 
A:lantic, by the force of its waters, fhakes Ireland from its foun- 
dation, and, like an unw icldly flotilla, lafhes it to the Engl fh fhore.”? 
We confefs our inability to'give any anfwer to fuch arguments as this. 
We only take leave to remark, that if this doctrine be true, every 
I/land mult, of neceflity, be an independent ftate. Our author con- 
fiders the with of the Britifh Miniter to promote the Union as an 
irrefragable proof, that it mutt be prejudicial to Ireland ; decane 
ae ngland would not be willing to ee with us, unlefs the 
was fure of gaining confiderably by it.” This reafoning is cer- 
tainly conclufive. He feems to think it a peculiar hardfhip | that the 
fewards of alfentees fhould “ compel poor tenants to remit their 
rents.’’ In page 23, there is 2 paragraph of a doubtful nature, which 
the ftudent thought, and reafonzbly enough, might not be very ch arly 
underitood by His read ers, and, the refore, he has kindly fubjoined a 
laconic note, to tell them ‘tis “an irony.’’ If he had ‘condefcended 
to be equally communicative, im refpect to feveral other paflages, 
we fhould have been happy to acknowledge the obligation, 





‘ 


Cooke, Eg. Secretary at War. By Pemberton Rudd, 
Efg. Barrifter at Law. 8vo. Pp. 35. Milliken, Dub- 
lin. 1799. 

Art. XX. An Anfwer, Se. Letter the Second. Pp. 33. 


R. Rudd profeffes to difcufs this thomentous queftion with 
temperance and candour, deplores the violence of many of his 
auxiliaries, and declares his refolution rather to ufe the thafts 
of correction than the bludgeon of abufe.’’ To one part of this 
declaration he certainly adheres, for he does not wicld ‘* the bludgeon 
of abufe.’’ © The fhaft of cofreétion,” however, we have not been 
able todefery. He denies the poféulatum of his opponent, contained 
in this abttract propofition—** two independent ttates, finding their 
feparate exiftence mutually inconvenient, propofe to form them. 
{elves into one ftate, for their mutual benefit.” Mr. R. obferves, 
that he “never heard one fingle gentleman repine at his feparate 
exiftence, deprecate his mutual iaconveniencies, or pray to unite 
his fate through life, with fuch a dower-lefs termagant confort as 
poor Ireland.” ‘The queftion might certainly have been put in a 
lefs exceptionable form without injury to the argument; as the exit. 
ence of mutual inconveniencies (which might eatily be proved) whe. 
ther acknowledged or not, was a fufficient ground on which to proceed 
with the difcuflion, He.next attacks the inftance adduced, injudi- 
cioully, we think, of the Union of the Sabines with the Romans, 
the two cafes being certainly diflimilar ; but ftill the reafoning of 
Mr. R. on the fubject is inconclufive. Mr, C. obferves, that by 
fuch an Union, the Sabines laid the foundation of Roman greatnefs. 
Granted, fay his adverfaries, fo would the /ri/ lay the foundation 
of Britis greatnefs, but they would lofe their own; for the very 
‘ame of Sabine was loft. True, the xame was loft, but the indivi- 
duals compofing the nation continued to exift, and, from their Union, 
not only derived a participation in the fuperior privileges and advan- 
tages of the more powerful and flourifhing Romans, but-an increafe of 
every thing that conduces to the profperity and happinefs of a people. 
We here confider only the confequences of the Union between thete 
nations, and not the circumftances which prececed, and led to it, 
Now, in the cafe to which the argument is applied, it is evi. 
dent the objection is frivolous ; for /re/and would no more lofe her 
name than Scotland has loft hers; and we cannot conceive how, if 
the two countries «ere utiited, the greatuc/s of Kngland could be 
increafed without a proportionable augmentation of the greatne/s of 
Ireland, 
The infular fituation of Ireland is a ftanding argument with all 
the Anti-Unionifts, (as they have been denominated,) who feem to 
regard it as decifive, Mr. Cooke’s comparifon of a fartnerfoip 
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Arr. XIX. An Anfwer to the Pamphlet, entitled, Arguments for 
and againfi an Union, Sc. in a Letter addreffed to Edward. 
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draws the following remarks from his adverfary, which are alike 
frivolous and abfurd. 


“ 1 fee no mighty comfort or refpe€tability attached to the fituation, at leat of 
the poor copartner. Muft he not travel every fitting to the counting-houle of his 
more wealthy ally, who takes care to keep the books and the coffers in his own 
parlour: and when at laft the profits of the firm are to be diftributed, he re. 
ceives, nota fhare, but a flipend, and difcontentedly departs, not with the honyur- 
able dividend of a partner, but the galling wages of aclevk.” (pr. 92.) 

This is idle deelamation, 

The author urges the objection advanced by otker writers, that 
the Union will not be rendered beneficial to Ireland, becaufe fuch 
conduct on the part of England would be ‘* uanatarally generous.” 
But this argtiment can only be founded on the fuppofition that the two 
countries are wholly wnconaedted, and that neither has any concern in 
the profperity of the other. Mr. Rudd will, no doubt, rejeét fuch 
fuppofition ; yet, if he will carefully re-examine his argument, he 
will find it untenable without it. He, too, attacks his opponens 
with great feverity, for recommending the conduct of France * as a 
mode] for imit.sion.’”’ We have before fhewn the fallacy of this 
objection. There muft, indeed, be a ftrange wrong-headedne/s ia 
thefe literary champions, fo unaccountably to mifconceive an author’s 
meaning ; for, on this point, Mr. Cooke is fo explicit, that we did 
not conceive that there exilted a poffibility of mifconception. The 
inference, and the ov/y inference, which he exprefsly draws, from the 
conquefts, and forced incorporations of the French republic, is this : 
—‘* In proportion as the power of France is increafed, fo ought the 
ftrength of the Britifhh empire to be augmented.”” Jf an Union 
would produce fuch augmentation of ftrength, then would an union 
be defirable. But ¢/zs is a matter for feparate difcuflion ; while that 
is a propofition from which no friend either to Ireland or Great 
Britain can poflibly diffent. 

Mr. R. fuppofes a ftrange metamorphofis to be effected in the cha- 
gaéter and difpofition of an Irifhman, by paffing his winter in London 
inftead of Dublin ; when in Ireland, it feems, the man of property 
devotes his fortune to ‘* the relief of want, the encouragement of 
arts, or the confumption of luxuries ;’’ but in England it will ¢€ be 
eaten at a feaft, drank with a miitrefs, or loft on a die!!!’" (p. 25.) 
This is the moft potent objection we have yet heard againft an Union : 
if it would really have the effect of transforming a nation of moralifts 
into a race of profligates, the Irifh ought undoubtedly to rejeét it 
with indignation and fcorn, The obfervation in p. 27, refpecting 
two fapreme powers, is jut. There can be but ove, and that cannot 
exift without the Kinc. 

The fecond Letter is more vague and defultory than the firft. The 
author makes the ftrange aflertion, (in p. 10,) that it a dock-yard 
were to be formed at Cork, ‘* trade would fly, and commerce fpread 
her fail-cloth wings.’’ And he thinks he eilablifhes his pofition, by 
fhewing that Plymouth and Portfmouth are not trading towns ! 

Surely, he might have been aware that thefe examples could prove 
nothing, 
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nothing, unlefs the fact were afcertained, that the towns in queflion 
actually enjoyed a trade before the eftablifhment of the dock-yards, 
To fuppofe that trade muft diminith as the means of protection ine 
creafe, 1s ridiculous. But, admitting that trade and commerce would 
be extended by the regulations refulting from an Union, till he con. 
tends, that this is no ‘argument in its favour; for, if the Jrith trade 
is fufceptible of extenfion, it is ungenerous and unjuft, on the part of 
England, to rettrain it, and to make that appear as re/ative con. 
cefron, which is a poftive right. In the firit place, he feems to 
forget, that increafe of capital is neceffary to the extenfion of trade, 
and that Englifhmen of property will not be difpofed to rik their 
fortunes in Frith concerns, until the interefts of the two countries are 
more firmly confolidated, and tranquillity permanently fecured, by 
more falutary regulations than any which exift, or which can exit, 
in the prefent relative fituation of the two countrics. In the next 
place, when it fuits his argument, he confiders England as a nation 
of foreigners, who can have no intereft in the welfare of Ircland ; and 
yet he virtually denies their right to make fuch laws as fhall fecure a 
fuperiority to their own commerce, and prevent the interference of 
ether nations with their trade ! 

Our author boldly denies the competence of Parliament to concur in 
an Union; the competence to d@ifent without the competence to 
affent, is certainly a curious kind of competence for a free Parlia- 
ment. He maintains that, for this purpofe, the exprefled and 
almoft univerfal confent of their conttituents”” muft be obtained. . By 
what law, or by what principle of the conttitution this neceflity is 
eftablifhed, we are yet to learn. Nor are we told by what fcale the 
proportion of a confent, which is to be lefs than univerfal, and yee 
the confent of more. than a numerical majority, is to be regulated. 
Befides, if the Parliament be not competent to fuch a decifion, their 
conftituents cannot be competent, nor even the majority of the great 
mafs of the people ; but the confent of each individual muft be pro- 
cured : and how this is to be done, we leave to Mr. Rudd to fettle. 
Speaking of the Englith revolution, in 1688, he fays, * imperious 
neceflity ads and the general voice ot the people required, a 
The firit part of the ftatement is accurate, but the latter grofsly incor- 
rect ; the Revolution was folely the work of neceility ; the voice of 
the people had nothing to do with it ; they were never confulted on 
the batinefs, which was entirely fettled | by Parliainent. ‘Lhe avthor 
is not more correct in his aflertion, that ** the Scotch borough mem- 
bers have been the unvarying fupporters, toa man, of every Minittry, 
at every time,”’ 

Thefe Letters are neither remarkable for purity of ftyle, nor gram- 
matical accuracy. We have remarked many vulgarifins, and fome 
expreffions that are not Evglifh. Ex. Gr.—** commercial advantages 
lapped up in companics-—* womitaries of national abundance.’ 
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Art. XXI. An Addrefs to the People of Ireland, again ar 
Union; in which a Pamphlet, entitled, Arguments for 
and againft that Meafure, is confidered. By a Friend to 
Ircland. “8vo. Pp. 52. Stockdale, Dublin. 1799. 


HIS pamphlet 1s written with confiderable ability, and the 

author has taken no finall pains to derive information, from 
the belt fources, refpecting the commercial interefts of the two king. 
doms, which con‘tirute the primary ebject of his confideration, He 
may be what he terins himiel!, ‘* A Friend to Jre/azd,’’ but he is 
certainly an enemy to Engl: nd, and feems to regard every defcription 
of perfons in this country with fov ereign contempt. With fuch a 
defeription he nuit rather be regarded as an intereited advocate than 
as an impartial judge, and his afirmations and decifions muft be 
received with equal caution, 

The great landed and commercial interefts of Great Britain are 
thus fhortly characterized :—** The ftupid thort-fighted intereft ot 
the English landholder, who imagines the value of his eftate increafed 
as the values of thefe around him are diminifhed; the narrow felf- 
intereft of an Englifh merchant or manufacturer, which would mono. 

‘lize the trade and commerce of the world; that wretched felf- 
tntereft, which hates the profperity of a rival, and ts pained at the 
fuccefs of a friend.’” (rp. 6.) From a mind fo deeply tinctured with 
prejudice, what impartial judgement can be expected ? Speaking of 
Britith wars, in evident allufion to the prefent, he reprefents them 
as © undertaken in injuttice » continued in folly, and terminating in 
difyrace. > He cafts the fame unjuit reficctions on the fervility of 
the Scotch members, in the British Parliament, as Mr. Rudd, qua- 
lified only with * the xob/e exception of Lord Laude rdale 1" So 
that, according to this writer, a man’s independence 1s to be efti- 
mated by the degree of v irulence with which he fyitematically 0 oppoles 
all the meafures adopted by the government, for the defence of the 
country, againit foreign foes wd domeftic traitors. 

Alluding to the trials jor treafon and fedition in Scotlands he has 
the boldnets, or rather effrontery, to aflert, that * two of the fen- 
tences of the court of Jufticiary were confidered by fome of the ableft 
of the Scotch bar as contradictory to the law of Scotland. ‘The elo- 
quence of Fox only rendered miore con{picuous the mifery of not 
having a national | egiflature ; ; for S c Scotch Judges were applauded 
and juttified by a Britith Parliament.’? Any man that had not been 
blinded by p: rejudice or faétion wou id have drawn from fuch applaufe, 
and fuch juttification ny a very different inference, viz. that the Scotch 
had reafon to exult in the integrity of their Judges, and the juftice 
of their decifions! But fo warped is the judgement of this writer, 
that, to him, the voices of two or three party Barrifters, and leaders 
of oppofition, are fuperior to the de Jiberate decifions of a Britifly 
Legiflature, 

‘The 
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« The Batavian, Cifalpine, and Italian republics,’’ are cited by 
this ftrenuous advocate of Irith independence as proofs that France 
« can re{pect the natural boundaries of nations ;’’ (Pr. 33,) and he 
fates, that thefe nations, which he calls :dependent, are devoted to 
the intereft of France as Ireland is devoted to the intereft of Britain ! 
As the partifan of the jargon of xatural boundaries, derived trom the 
modern French fchool, he affirms, that the Deity has, by the 
interpofition of the Ocean, placed an eternal barrier againft their 
Union.”? The perfons who propofed the Union with Scotland are 
accufed of ‘* daring and profligate treachery.’’ (Pp. 31.) 

His difcuffions refpecting commerce, however, are more deferving 
our attention, as they difplay a confiderable degree of knowledge, and 
are conducted with more temper than his political animadverfions. 
The refult of them is a decided difapprobation of the Union, as cal- 
culated to afford no advantage which may not be obtained without 
it; and as pregnant with every poflible calamity and evil. But fo 
rooted is his prejudice, that he makes no fcruple to declare, that 
were the contrary the fact, (as we believe it to be,) © were an Union 
fraught with bleffings as it is with curfes~—were it the clixir of life, 
not the potion of death, you ought to reject it.”’ (Pp. 45-) 

In the Poftfeript thef¢ are two grofs errors in his ftatement refpect. 
ing the Englifh revenues, which, from the pains which he has evi. 
dently taken to inveftigate his fubjeét, we cannot conclude to be 
purely accidental. ‘* He affirms, that ‘ the af@fed taxes of laft 
year were deficient by two millions ;’’ and that ‘ there has been, fince 
the commencement of the prefent war, an annual average deficiency 
in the taxes.”” Now we know the very rever/e of this to be the fa&. 
The affeffed taxes produced the full fum at which they were eftimated, 
and the aggregate of the taxes impofed fince the war have been equally 
productive. As ill-founded is this author’s prediction, that the defi- 
ciency in the tax upon income will exceed two millions, fince there 
is every reafon to believe that it will produce more than the eftimate. 
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Art. XXII. An Anfwer to fome of the many Arguments made 
Ufe of againft a Pamphlet, entitled, Arguments for and 
againf? an Union. By an Attorney. 8vo. Pp. 22. 
Milliken, Dublin, 1799. 


FTER having had to encounter a hoft of foes, Mr. Cooke fees 

one folitary triend ftep forth in his defence. ‘This attorney does 

hot enter very deeply into the queftion, but he advances fome plain 
facts, which the oppefers of the Union wonld do well to confider with 
attention. He afks, ‘* why an Englifhman is not very competent, 
with a good underftanding, to write even more difpaflionately than 
an Irifhman on the fubjeét ;”’ and he truly ftates, that Mr. Cooke’s 
punphlet is written with more coolnefs and temperance than any of 
the anfwers to it. He infifts, that the apprehenfions of a violation 
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of the contra&t which may be entered into between the two countries, 
by the Biiiith Minifter, are groundlefs, fince, when Ireland was an 
integral part of the Empire, it would be alike his duty and his interett 
¢o pay the fame attention to heraveitare and profperity as to thofe of 
er or Scotland. He ftigmatizes the declaration, frequently 


made in the courfe of this controverfy, that the government fomented 
the ditterences in Ireland, m order to facilitate the execution of their 
plans, “ as a wicked and unfounded affertion. If this was the 
intention of \ivifters, would they fo fpeedily fend affiftance to the 
loval and well-dupofed part of this country, and at fuch an immenfe 
expence to Great Deitain? Would they not rather let us cut each 
Otiier’s tl. » a little longer, and then ftep in without oppofition, 


, 


and upon their own terms ?*’ (p. 8.) Noticing the objection founded 
on the fuppofed devruction of Irifh independence, he fays, ‘* Does 
Lreland, at preient, exift 1s an independent ftate, or ts it able to exitt 
as fuch? It is not. What would have .become of us, upon feveral 
recent occafions, if Great Britain had not ftretched out he protecting 
hand to us? Should we not have been a provinoe of France, robbed 
and plundered by the French, 2s every other power has been with 
whom they have fraternized?’’ (Pp. 16.) 

The concluding paragraph, borrowed from fome public writer, 
contains advice which no wife man wiil neglect, and ro honeft maa 
defpife. ‘ If when the articles are promulged, and due confideration 
afforded to them, they fhall be found hoftile to the interefts of 
Ireland, in the name of God, virtue, and our country, let the mea- 
fure be rejected; bur, if the contrary thall be proved, if it fhall 
appear the grave of our divifions, our bigotry, and our political 
crimes, and the vital priaciple of our unanimity, our charity, our 
morals, and our profperity—why, then, let every voice be raifed to 
advocate, and every means ftretched forth to fupport, it.’’ This is 
the voice of reafon, the admonition of genume patriotifin. 





-_ 


Art. XXII. 4 Memosire on fome Queftions refpeAting the 
projefied Union of Great Britain and Ireland. By Theo- 
bald M‘Kenna, Efq. Barrifter at Law. §vo. Pp. 42. 
Rice, Dublin. 1799. 


W R. M*Kenna is an able advocate fer the Union, which he con- 
A fiders as likely to fupply an efficacious remedy for the civil and 
religious diffentions with which his country has been too leng afflicted. 
His approbation, however, is not indifcriminate ; for he obferves, 
with great truth, that ‘* the conditions of the contraét muft render 
the meafure falutary or pernicious.”* He combats the opinion, that a 
feparate Legiflature is effential to the independence of Ireland, and 
his remarks on this fubje&t are extremely judicious, and well calcu- 
fated to act as a corrective to the fa//e notions of national pride, 
which have been fuffered to ufurp too great an influence in the dif- 


cuffion of this queftion.— 
“* Let 
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« Let me not be confideted fanciful in the pofition # am about to lay downy 
that the arguments addrefled to our national pride may exaétly be inverted. The 
appearance of paradox will vanifh, when we confider how much more real im- 

ance Ircland will derive, when by the fhare in the general reprefentation, 
which the is entitled to obtain, fhe will be enabled to influence, in fome refpoéts, 
the councils of the empire, than at prefent whilft the receives laws from the more 
owerful member of the spss’ & and from that quarter muft the ever receive 
laws, whillt fhe adheres, with unrefle€ting pride, to this languid and ambitious 
independence.” P. 4. 

Alluding to the former differences between the two countries, the 
author fays—** I am no friend to pofthumous refentments. It is 
more becoming the dignity of a wife people to throw our paffions into 
the fhade, and cultivate our interefts.’’ Would to heaven he could 
imprefs this truth on the minds of his countrymen! He proceeds to 
fhew, and in a manner that appears to us highly fatisfaCtory, why the 
evils that impede the improvement of Ireland, and the reformation 
of her uncivilized tribes, cannot be removed, without * a great 
change of manners, and this only is to be effected by a great change 
of conftitution.”’ 

But he deems a compliance with the political claims of the Catholics 
indifpenfibly requifite to give the Union the effect of reftoring perfect 
tranquillity, and of eftablifhing permanent harmony, in Ireland. A 
Catholic himfelf, he pleads the caufe.of the Catholics with confi. 
derable ability, and with extreme temperance ; and the reafons which 
he alledges in fupport of their claims are always plaufible, and not 
unfrequently convincive. He regards the Orange Lodges as inftru- 
ments for the extenfion of domeftic divifions, and as rendering ‘ the 
fettlement of Ireland, by domeftic means, a hopelefs ra em af 
He gives them credit for their loyalty, but accufes them of harbouring 
“ a fpirit of revenge,’’ and a with to eftablith a ‘* dominion over 
their fellow fubjeéts.’? But on this delicate topic we fhall let the 
author fpeak for himfelf— 

“ Thefe clubs are inftituted to fuit Proteftants of every age, and education and 
degree. Filiations of them have been formed in moit country towns, in the Uni- 
verfity, in many regiments, and even among {chool-boys, fo that if they are of 
doubttul portent to the harmony of fociety, the evil is not like to be of limited 
extent or fhort duration. The drawing-room, and even the nurfery, bear their 
emblems. It is not a benevolent affociation, calculated to extend or to preferve, 
or to improve, the fyftem of pure a by which they confider themfelves en- 
lightened. The firlt objeét of the confederacy isto maintain, and the next to cele- 
brate, the political fupremacy of one part of the King’s fubjeéts over another.--- 
Ahey commemorate not 


‘ Thy great name, Naffau, 
© Who ftamp’d the blefs’d deod of Liberty and Law---’ 


not the purifier of the monarchy and thie founder of civic freedom, but a fort of 
{fpurious William of their own creation, refembling John Wefley, or any other 
fanatic founder of a fet, without a trait of character, by which, if he repaffed on 
sarth, the fageand hero would recognife himfelf as fairly reprefented ” Pp. 17---18. 








He admits that many very honourable perfons have entered into 
thefe affociations, and with the beft pofhble intentions, but that 
thefe will be as unable to controul the aétions of their violent fol- 
lowers, as Lord George Gordon was to prevent ‘* the fire of London,’* 
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which he moft certainly never had in contemplation. He complains 
of the arts exerted by the Orange men to. render the Catholics odious, 
fince the rebellion, and he quotes the following flanza, which ap. 
peared in a paper, in their intereft :— 


** See their clergy march before them, 
With their facred veltments o’er them ; 
Sprinkling them with holy water, 

And calling on to blood and flaughter.” 


The author’s opinion of the neceflity of repealing the penal ftatutes 
- till in exiftence againft the Catholics we fhall give in his own 
words :— 


“ Unlefs the fervants of the Crown mean, among other internal regulations, to 
include a {ettlement under the head of religious diiierence, completely co-extenfive 
with the grievance, then will an incorporation of the Legiflatures be found a mea- 
fure bad for Ireland, but, if poffible, worle for Brita. The penal ies again 
Catholics ought to be repealed, if it were only to diicountenance the Orange 
faction, by fhewing the error and impotence af the aflociation. The meafure 
would be popular and acceptable. I affert this fact in contradiction to the ftate 
prifoners, w ho averred, in their examination before the coarmittce of Parliament, 
that emancipation, as it has been called, was flighted, except as a pretence. So, 
perhaps, it was among the Catholics with whom they imixed, or thole on whom 
they prattifed ; the later, an ignorant peafantry ; tle former, a cabal of ill-inten- 
tioned Democrats, who dreaded not any thing fo much, as icit the King’s govern. 
ment fhould difarm the public difcontent by a conceflion fo highly grateful. 
These is, and always has been, a body of Catholics, numerous, refpeétable, and 
of iteady loyalty, to whole minds there is no nearer objeft.” Pp. 13, 14. 


Again— 


** What has the repe 1 of the difqualifications againft Catholics to do with the 
rebellion ?---la certain counties there was a rfing of the peafantry; provoked, 
eajoled, feduced by certain gentlemen, Deiits, fome of Catholic, more of Pro- 
teltant, education. ‘The infurgents were Catholics, juft as any man, who offends 
the laws againft property, is, within the fame limits, a Catholic, becaufe it hap- 
pens to be the popular religion of thofe diltricts. They were combated by 
Catholic militia regiments, by Catholic noblemen, gentlemen, and farmers ; that 
is, by all thofe who had kept themfelves aloot, not from the religious, but the 
political, illufion. Indeed I believe the principal perfon m point of dignity of the 
Catholic party did exert himfeif with more gallantry than any other of his rank, 
not profeiledly a military or militia officer. When the clown had proceeded a 
little way under his do¢tors and generals of the rights of man, he bethought hime 
fel{ of his early reverential impreihons; and having, out of about two thoufand 
five hundred Catholic pricits who are in Ireland, collected five-and-twenty in the 
different rebellions, mingled together fuperflition and rapine, and murder and 
liberty,. io a mannper which 1 want words to ftigmatife, which I am appalled to 
contemplate ; as to ferocity, very fumilar te all other mobs ; and, as to fuperftition, 
moft lke what Mr. Bruce relates of Abyfiinia. Now, whichis better, to reclaim 
thofe people, or to confirm their diforderly habits ?- They have proved themfelves 
to be in that ftate of fociety, where obfervanges have more influence upon the mind 
than moral principle. A ilate, which no fyftem of religion that was ever known 
gn earth is calculated to produce among its yotaries. It is clearly indicative of 
fomething vilified and ftupid in the mind, not from nature furely, but fuper- 
induced by extrinfic circumftances. It is the refult of a certain courfe of manners ; 
whill thefe continue st will prevail. But whenever, by teaching a man to fet a 
higher value on himfelf, you give a greater expantion to his faculties, he will be 
formed to a more enlightened mind, and will acquire a fuperior tone of vigorous 


underitanding.” Pp. 25---27. 
The 
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‘The juftice of his obfervations, with refpect to the fhare which the 
Catholics had in-the late rebellion, we admit, in the fullef® degree ; 
but any regulation which would open the legiflative councils to the 
Catholics, would be a meafure of the higheft importance, involving 
a variety of confiderations of primary intereft, and neceflarily ree 

uiring the moft rigid circumfpection and the moft ferious deliberation, 
We are furprized that Mr. M‘Kenna has not noticed the objections 
fo ftrongly urged by Dr. Duigenan to the adoption of fuch a 
meafure. We can aflure him they have made very confiderable im. 
preflion on minds moft amicably difpofed towards the Catholics, and 
they certainly are highly deferving of attention. We have no fcruple 
to confefs that they have had great weight with us, and, combined 
with other confiderations, which it is not neceflary to ftate, have led 
us to entertain very ftrong doubts, not merely as to the expediency, 
but as to the conftitutional pra@icability, of rendering Catholics eli- 
gible to feats in Parliament. We are, however, open to convittion, 
and fhall weigh the arguments that come before us, on both fides, 
with equal impartiality and attention. 

We give full credit to the author when he fays—‘* Without any 
Jeaning to the doétrines of the church eftablifhed, there is not in the 
land a more true friend than the writer of this eflay, to the principle 
of fupperting the dignity and profeffions of its clergy, My reafons 
are folely political.” Mr, M‘Kenna controverts two or three pofi- 
tions in Mr. Cookeé’s pamphlet, which he acknowledges to be, ‘ in 
feveral other refpects, a work of good fenfe and ‘akatieant As 
thefe points bear upon the Catholic queftion, we fhall extract the 
paflage, though we have already extended this article to a confi. 
derable length, — : 


*« I deny the pofition that the Catholics * demand fuch an alteration in the Par- 
liamentary Conftitution as will give their numbers proportionate power.’ No 
fuch thing. That would be, to demand a democracy, with all its inconveniencies, 
Population would then become fuperior to property, and the acquifitions of a 
Catholic would not be more fafe than thofe of any other. But they have demanded, 
and ought to demand, that, without moving any man from his fase place in our 
fociety, the tenure of power fhould be property, and not party, What could any 
man propofe to himfelf by afking for a good houfe, where he knew there mutt be 
an earthquake ? I again f Po that * any new parliamentary Teft Oath fhould be 
formed to admit the jurifdi€tion of the Pope.’ The jurifdi€tion of the Pope is as 
clearly afeeitained as the jurifdiétion of the King’s Bench, and would not be let in 
ou temporal points, by omitting the oaths which affert the King’s ecclehaftical 
fupremacy, and which deny the doétrine of the Eucharift. The fupremacy of the 
Pope is practically little more than reverential; and if they are left to themfelves, 
no perfons are more inclined than his clergy to cavil at, and reftrict it.---1 am again 
conftrained to controvert the pofition, that there would be indecorum or incon- 
fiftency in * admitting the Catholics to feats in the Legifiature, and os the 
prefent parliamentary Conftitution.’ I think more Catholics might gain adwiit- 
tance to Parliament, under the Borough fyitem, than if the bafis of reprefentation 
were landed property.” Pp. 35, 36. 


We hall enter no farther into this queftion at prefent, but conclude 


our ftri¢tures with recommending the pamphlet as a production con. 
taining much good fenfe and found argument, 
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Art. XXIV. A Letter to Theobald M‘Kenna, Ef. the Ca. 
tholic Advacate, in Reply to the Calumnies againft the Orange 
Inftitution, contained in his Pamphlet, &c.; with fome 
Objervations on the new and further Claims of the Catholics, 
as affecting the Conjftitution and Protejtant Eftablifhment, 
By an Orange Man. 8vo. Pp. 35. Milliken, Dublin. 


T was not to be expected that, in the prefent ftate and temper of 
parties in the filter kingdom, Mr. M‘Kenna’s attack on the 
Orange focieties would be fuffered to efcape without notice ; but he 
had conducted his difcuffion with fuch temperance and decorum, as 
Ought, at leaft, to have fecured him an exemption from harfhnefs of 
language, and umerited feverity. His Memoire, certainly, did not 
appear to us to deferve the appellation of ‘a falfe and fcandalous 
hbel,”” which is beflowed on it by his antagonift, whofe zeal is 
fuperior to his talents, though the latter are far from contemptible, 
His refentment, however, unguarded as he is in the expreffion of it, 
evidently ariits from a laudable principle. His object, too, is highly 
honourable ; that of refcuing from public obloquy a numerous body 
of men, whofe principles and whofe conduct have been grofsly mif- 
reprefented. Having laid before our readers the attack of Mr, 
M‘Kenna, juftice requires that we fhould prefent them with his 
adverfary’s defence :— 


“* The name of Orange Men was firft adopted by fome Proteftants in the county 
of Armagh, at atime when the jealoufies excited by the exercife of the portion of 
political power, newly granted to the Catholics, had unfortunately broke out, in 
open hoftility, and mutual outrages, and after the violence of thofe feuds had 
ceafed, Orange affociations fill continued, and {pread over many parts of the province 
of Ulfter. In the year 1797, when the fyftem of United Lrifhmen had attained a great 
degree of maturity, and wis every day threatening open rebellion ; and when the 
Catholics, little grateful for pait favours, demanded new conceflions, amounting 
to a furrender of the conftitution, under the fantaftical name of Catholic Kmanci- 
pation, which ftood foremoft among the poftulata of the rebels, then, I fay, at that 
dangerous crifis, a plan was formed, and executed, of tranfplanting the Orange 
alfociation from the North to the metrepolis, and by regulating and improving 
the fyitem, and placing at its head men of higher rank and talent, to convert to the 
fupport of the Throne and the Conftitution, an inflitution, which, from the nature 
of its origin and formation, might have degenerated into a ferocious [pirit of per- 
fecution. This plan was the more beneficial and laudable, as any attempt to crufh 
the affocistion, in the place of its origin, would have been highly dangerous and 
impolitic, and therefore it was wife and expedient ¢o direct the motions and pro- 

refs of a machine, which could not, with fafety, be topped. The detaching the 
Pretb terians from the Union, as it wag then called, was alfo a ftrong motive. I 
fay, that the Orange Men of Ireland, as at prefent conftituted, are merely loyal 
Proteitants, allociated and bound together, under no new or unknown principles, 
but folely for the purpofe of keeping in memory, fupporting, and sehen the 
Laws, Conftitution, and Religion, as eftablifhed by the great King William, at 
the glorious Revolution, and reviving, by a freth obligation, their fenfe of a 
folemn and facred duty, and their determination, as far as in.them Jies, to perform 
that duty, namely, that of tranfmitting, unimpaired to their children, that Con- 
Ritution, in Church and State, which they received, as a moft precious gift, and 
depofit, from the hands, and cemented with the blood, of their fathers. It hence 
follows, that every true and loyal Proteftant, though he has not formally renewed 
fuch his duty, by any freth obligation, is vistually and morally bound, a A the 
me 
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fame tics and principles, as a fworn Orange Man. I do alfert, that the circume 
ftances of the times called for fome new {pur, fome farther teft, fome freth pledge, 
of mutual affiflance, and of energy in the lupport and defence of our laws, our 
religion, our perions, and our properties---for there is nothing more certain than 
that they are bound in one fheaf, and, fhould the band once be loofened, all will be 
feattered, trodden under foot, dillipated, and loft. We were affailed at once by 
the whole hoft of French principles, their {purious liberty, and mock equality, the 
rights of man, republicart fanaticifm, the rage of political innovation, and the 
monitrous union of atheifm and fuperitition, and all thefe had to work on a divided 
and difcontented nation, the majonty of which confidered the Conttitution and 
Government as a foreign ulurpation, and the eflablifhed Keligion an impious and 
damnable herefy; but more dangerous than all, many among ourlelves began to be 
infeéted by a flrange apathy, and luke-warmnefs, towards things formerly confi- 
dered as claiming our warmett intereft and attachment. I hope, and believe, that 
the Orange inititution has given to us an animating and feafonable impulfe, and 
has tended to rouze us to a fenfe of our danger, and our duties, and nothing leads 
me more ftrongly to this belief, than the hatred, abufe, and fear, manifelted by 
the people of a certain defcription, againit an affociation which they feem to con- 
fider as a bulwark, interpofed between them and the temple of the Conftitution, 
which they feek to enter, for the purpole of violating. I do, Sir, moft pofitively 
deny your afiertion, that the Orange body laments that immunities have been 
granted to the Catholics, or denies them farther conceflions for the purpofe, or 
on the principle of fecuring to themfelves, or enjoying a felfifh pre-eminence over 
their fellow-fubjects. On the contrary, the Orange-men have viewed, with plea- 
fure, every indulgence granted to the Catholics, whereby they have been rendered 
more fecure in their perfons and properties, and the free exercile of worhhipping 
God in any manner they pleafe; but we deprecate and oppote the granting political 
power to Catholics, who, we are convinced, mult ever direét that power un- 
cealingly, and always to the deitraction and overthrow of our religion, and the 
ellablifhment of their own; and this they never could hope to ) Aa otherwife 
than by a feparation from England, and a total change of the Conftitution. It is 
impoflable that any Catholic could honeftly and zealoufly adminitter the affairs of a 
Proteftant ftete---and if we were even content to fhare every thing with them, and 
give up all eltablifhment and pre-eminence, they would ceafe to be Catholics, if 
they did not perfeveringly aim at fupremacy, and the paramount eftablifhment of 
the Popifh religion. Catholics could not be content to fhare equal power with 
heretics, all civil interefts muft be overlooked ; the advancement of the holy church 
is, with them, an obligation which muit take place of all others ; and any ot the 
moit facred engagements, if contrary to, or not coinciding with, the interefts of 
their church, are, by that church, diffolved, and declared void.” Pp. 7---10. 


The author then adduces fome inftances, from the writings of 
Catholic priefts, in fupport of his pofitions. But while he declares 
his firm conviction, that any farther conceflions to the Catholics 
would effe& the fubverfion of the Conftitution in Church and State, 
he eyprefles, with a true Chriftian fpirit, his deep concern, and la- 
ments, as a ferious misfortune, that ‘* the ftate cannot, with fafety 
to its exiftence, command and profit by the entire attachment, energy, 
and fervices, of fo many of its fubje¢ts. Would to God it were 
etherwile.’’ 

In reply to Mr. M‘Kenna’s obfervation, that the Catholics, as 
fuch, took no part in the rebellion, he admits, that the Catholic 
militia did their duty like brave men ; but of the yeomen, he gives 
a different account. 

** We can better form an opinion of the part the Catholics took in the late re- 
bellion, by recurring to the conduct of the Catholic Yeomen—men better educated 


and of better fituation than the Militia foldiers—men who were, or ought to have 


free ageuts, who tock up voluntarily the arms of their Sovereign, (a Sove- 
reign 
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seign whom they had recently and publicly acknowledged as their greateft bene. 
factor,) and who bound themfelves by a voluntary Pe folemn oath to ufe thole 
arms in his defence, aad that of his Government. How they fulfilled that obli- 
gation is lamentable to conlider—-what a difguiting picture of perfidy and perjury 
was difclofed fhortly after the infurre€tion took place! I {peak of the city of 
Dublin—it was difcovered that nine-tenths of the Catholics in the Ycomanry 
corps were United Infhmen, and had taken an oath to be true to the Rebels, in 
dire& contradiétion to their fworn allegiance ; and that many of them, after taking 
the united oath, had, on a principle 2 of deliberate and pre-determined perjury, 
joined Yeomanry corps for the purpofe of getting arms into their hands, learning 
the ule of them, and turning them agauift us, perhaps, in the very moment of ate 
tack. ‘The confequences might have been horrible, had they not been prevented by 
atimely difcov.ry. If any of the projected nightly attacks had taken place, the 
loyal yeoman, rouzed from his bed, would have treacheroufly fallen by the bayonets 
of thofe whom he might haiten to join, as friends and fellow-foldiers. It is ree 
markable, that in the city of Dublin above two thoufand Catholics were defirous 
of admittance into the feveral yeomanry corps, during the fx weeks immediately 
preceding the infurreétion---and that mot of thefe were propofed by Catholic yeos 
men, who afterwards either proved to be Rebels, or were difarmed on ftrong ful- 
picion, Thele facts are notorious and recent; they are open to inveltigation, and 


af not founded, may be difproved.” Pp. 22, 23. 
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’ The author combats feveral other pofitions advanced by Mr. 
M‘Kenna, and ftrenuoufly oppofes any farther conceflions to the 
Catholics in the prefent ftate of things. 
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Art. XXV. Impartial Remarks on the Subjeét of an Union, 
_in Anfwer to Arguments in Favour of that Meafure; in 
which the Sentiments of the Catholic Body are vindicated 
from the Charge of favouring the Projet. With a Reply 

to Mr. M‘Kenna’s Memoire. By A Farmer. 8vo. Pp. 48. 

Jones, Dublin. 1799. 


"TT ‘HESE remarks are any thing but what they are ftated to be in 
the title-page, for the moit glaring partiality pervades every 
page. The attack on Mr. Cooke’s pamphlet is mokt impotent; cone 
taining affertions unfupported by proof; erroncous conclufions from 
falfe premifes ; and wanton afperfions contraditted by faéts. For 
examples to demonftrate this lait charge we refer the reader to Pp. 35 
and 38. As it contains no one argument that has not been much 
more ably difcuffed by other writers on the fubject, any analyfis of, or 
extracts from, the tract would be fuperfluous. W hat the author calls 
the wredication of the Catholics, and his reply to the “* Memoire,”” 

are included in lefs than eight pages. ‘The vindication was, to fay 
the leaft of it, unneceflary ; for Mr. M‘Kenna exprefsly declared, 
that he fpoke the fentiments of an individual, and not thofe of any 
body of men. The Catholics, we fhould think; will not be very 
much obliged to this writer, and he muft be very thallow indeed who 
is not fenfible that one fuch advocate as Mr. M‘Kenna is worth a 
thoufand fuch officious vindicators as the ‘* Farmer,’’ 
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Art. XXVI: To be or not to be, a Nation? that is the 
Queftion. 8vo. Pp. 31. Mehain, Dublin. 1799. 


LIPPANT, puerile, and empty, this writer difguits alike with 

his vain attempts at wit, and with his bs og difplay of folly. 
He confiders Ireland not merely as an independent, but as a /eparate, 
ftate, and thence he maintains that fhe can derive, from the exertions 
of her own Legiilature, every advantage that can poflibly accrue from 
an Union with Great Britain. He forgets the neceflary confequence 
of this fyitem ;— that England, being alfo a /eparate fate, might 
enact laws for the protection of her own trade, that would prove 
highly injurious to the profperity of Ireland. Arguing on fuch falfe 
premifes, his conclufions are all erroneouss His ideas of egurty are 
fingular :—‘* If an Union of two Legiflatures is to be founded on 
the principles of equity, let the number of members from each be 
equal’? And he infiits that the adoption of this notable plan could 
alone fecure the rights of Ireland from invafion. His ideas afe fo 
confufed that he cannot difcover the truth of Mr. Cooke’s felf-evident 
propofition, that by the Union, that is, by the confolidation of the 
two kingdoms into one Empire, the Irifh Catholics would be de- 
prived of the ufe of that argument which they now derive from the 
fuperiority of their numbers. This, he gravely tells us, could only 
be effected by the exchange of three millions of Englith Proteftants 
for the like number of Irith Catholics, and ¢ this fervice would ‘em- 
ploy all the veffels in the Britith Navy !’’ 

He difplays equal fagacity on another point ; becaufe the Statute 
of the 23d of Geo. ILL. acknowledges the right of the people of 
Ireland to a feparate Legiflature, ‘ deduces, as a neceffary confe- 
quence, that fuch right cannot be voluntarily exchanged for other 
rights and privileges more conducive to the welfare and happinefs of 
that people. Our readers, we conceive, will require no farther {peci- 
men of this writer’s abilities. 





. 


Art. XXVII. A Letter addreffed to the Gentlemen of Eng- 
land and Ireland, on the Inexpediency of a Federal Union 
between the two Kingdoms. By Sir John J. W. Jervis, 
Bart. 8vo. Pp.71. Whitworth, Dublin. 1798. 


| yi dey toiling through feventy pages of moft diffufive matter 
that fets all attempt at analyfis at defiance, we were led to 
adopt, as applicable to the author, the obfervation applied by Gold. 
{mith’s vicar to his talkative fpoufe—** my wife kept up the co#- 
verfation, but not the argument.’’ In good truth, we never laboured 
fo much, and with fo little fuccefs, to underftand the reafoning of 
any writer; the worthy Baronet has, indeed, told us, in very plain 

terms, 
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terms, his opinion, but he has not been fo fortunate in his expofitiog 
of the motives on which that opinion was founded. We cannot but 
tec] for his fituation ; for this dreadful Unton has given his fears fo 
complete a predominance, that they appear to have wholly ufurped the 
feat of his judgement. He calls it ** a phoenomenon, unexpected and 
of hideous afpett, in its nature fo dettru¢tive that I would with 
fondly to belive even the prefent times fo creative of novelty and 
reproach, could not form, or bring forth, a more frightful montter ;” 
it is ‘* a meafure pregnant with every mifchief to the realms of 
England and Ireland.’”’ ‘This monfter, we are told, would prove 
fatal to the Englifh Conftitution, which ‘ mutt feel the fhock that 
would be occafioned by the introdution of new vifages, whofe palms 
being in ufage in the realm of Ireland, might prowl about as men 
in the dark, until difcovered by the Minifter’s wand of furprize, 
whofe metallic touch reftores the blind to fight, as well as to other 
rapturous feelings !’’ (Pp. 10.) 

In order to “ form a_juf? opinion upon this momentous fubject,”’ Sir 
John admits the abfolute neceflity of being ‘* fr acquainted with 
the exact nature of the meafure—in fhort, with the precife articles of 
ftipulation to be — adjufted between the two countries as the bafis 
of an Union.”’ (rp. 14.) Yet, without any fuch information, he 
proceeds to give a a decided opinion ; ; he cannot, therefore, be fur. 
prized that we fhould deem that opinion wxjuft. ‘The with of the 
Britifh Miniftry to promote an Union ‘* could only be with the prof- 
pect of unjuftly obtaining fupplies, by draining Ireland, without hav- 
ing to call upon England.”’ (rp. 22.) * Union can be "defired for no 
other purpote, than to put the Minifter above the /:berality even of 
the Exg/i/> Commons.” (v. 40.) But how is it to produce this effect? 
Why, by enabling the Minifter “ to form any majority he pleafed, 
or by enabling him to exact fubfidies from Ireland which would en- 
able the Crown to render itfelf independent on the Englifh Commons, 
in regard to its fupplies.’”” ‘That is, the Crown would be indepen. 
dent, as to fupplies, of that body without the fanétion of a majority 
of which he could not obtain a fingle fupply! He takes it for 
granted that a majority of the Imperial Parliament ‘* would ever be 
tor leaning hard upon degraded Ireland,”’ though he admits that they 
muft be fhort-fighted indeed who do *¢ not fee it would be againft the 
future intereft ot England to monopolize the poor earnings of Irith 
induftry for the temporary object of faving the Britifh purfe.”” He 
deems it equally certain that all the Jr; members in fuch a Parlia- 
ment would betray their truft, by not demurring to ** whatever laws 
urged by avhim or intereft, Britith Legiflation chole to frame,’’ though 
‘« a vigilant difcharge of their duty could be the only return in their 

wer to make to their country”? for the confidence repofed in them. 
‘rhe Union with Scotland is not a cafe in point, decaufe, * as each 
differ in time and place, there can be no fimilarity !’’ Scotland might 
be juftified fince fhe had “ a powerful neighbour, whofe armies have 
ing only to ftep acrofs the ‘Tweed, that country could never deem 


herfelf fecure from attack.’* Yet, in the very next page, we are told 
that 
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that ‘¢ there is no great danger of the Parliament of England dealing 
unfairly with Scotland, for the paflage of the Tweed is as free to the 
now Northern, as to the Southern, Britons !’’ One fatal confequence 
of an Union, that can only be adopted after a fair, full, and open, 
difcuffion, will be, that the Jrifh ‘ will have their laws /urreptitiou/ly 
taken from them.” Another dreadful effect, in the apprehenfion of 
our author, willbe, the right of the Imperial Houfe of Peers to de- 
cide cafes on appeal, en dernier refort. The Scotch, he fays, have 
nothing to fear on this head; for, from the great difference between 
the Scotch and Englifh Laws, the decifion of thofe cafes is generally 
left to the Scottith Peers: but there is fuch a ftrong fimilarity between 
the Englifh and Irifh Laws, that the Britifh Judges and Peers will 
have the prefumption to underftand them, and ‘* be always deemed 
competent judges to decide on queitions touching private property in 
Ireland, and, therefore, the Peers from Lreland become, at leaft, indi- 
rect countenancers of ijufiice!’? So that every Britifh Peer, in de- 
ciding on a queftion which he is competent to underftand, and in 
which he can have no poffible intereft to bias his judgement, mutt 
neceflarily be guilty of injuftice! And all this perverfion of moral 
fecling is to be produced, forfooth, by the Union; for he quotes a 
paflage from De Lolme to prove that, as the Britifh Houfe of Peers 
now flands, their conduct has univerfally been fuch, in all their civil 
judicial decifions, ‘¢ as has kept them above the reach of even fufpi- 
cion or flander.’? We begin to think, with Sir John, that this faid 
Union muft be a terrible moniter to atchieve fuch horrid metamor- 
phofes, One of her *¢ principal features,’’ and that which fcems to 
excite confiderable alarm in the author, is, what he calls in one place 
“‘ a draining power,” ina fecond, * an extenfive power,” and in a 
third, “ an xukuowan power,” which is to exempt the Minifter from 
the neceflity of atking fupplies, ‘as Ireland would (after the Union) 
be, at all calls, bound to fupply his demands.” Sir John gravely ob- 
ferves, that ¢ feldom fuch an unknown power has been wifely di- 
rected.” We might afk him, as this faid power is uxknowz, how it 
can have been either wifely or unwifely directed ; and how he is able 
to define its properties, and fpecify its inconveniencies ? But were we to 
indulge ourfelves in fuch queftions, our review of this pamphlet would 
be extended to the fize of a volume ; and we are difpofed to think it 
lufliciently extenfive already. We thall, therefore, hatlen to conclude 
our remarks. ‘The advocates for an Union have been feverely cenfured 
for the unfavourable picture which they have drawn of Irifh manners 
and the general ftate of fociety in Ireland ; we fhall here produce a 
charaéter delineated by a different hand, by adecided enemy to the 
Union, and as faunch (however miftaken) a friend as Ireland can 
boaft. In enumerating the inducements to refide in Scotland the 
author obferves, ‘ Her laws are fimple, and ftri¢tly enforced, and her 
people are honeit and well-informed. ‘There are xowe of thofe induce- 
ments in Ireland.” (rp. 60.) Hence it follows, that the Irifh Laws 
are defeftive in themfelves and badly executed ;-—and that the people 
are difhoneft and ignorant! No &xg// pencil has ever traced fo 
NO, VIII. VOL. Is Bb hideous 
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hideous a reprefentation of the Sifter Kingdom. Again he tells us 
(ep. 63) that there can be no occafion for feeking to lay the fpirit of 
religious controverfy, for ** it is entirely done away by the intro. 
duction of irreligion ;—a barefaced contempt and difufe of a// reli. 

ion whatfoever, fave fome fmall outward appearance—even the tha. 
dow of godlinefs and virtue is fled.—Atheifm and protanenefs dili- 
gently cultivated, have not failed to produce a proititution of a// 
manners in contempt of a// government!’ Can a more defperate 
fituation be conceived ? And 1s not every meafure that can afford a 
rational profpect of fupplying a remedy to thefe dreadful evils to be, 
not fullenly acquicfced in, but eagerly courted? After thus fhewing 
that a// religion whatever is, in a manner, banifhed from the country, 
the author (deprecating an Union) makes the following ftrange, and, 
to us, unintelligible, declaration :—** To fupport the Conftitution is 
the only mode of preferving true religion, the want of which has 
been the caufe of many mifchiefs.”’ 





Art. XXVIII. 4 Argument for Independence, in Oppofition to 
an Union, addreffed to all his Countrymen. By an Irith 


Catholic. 8vo. Pp. 51. Stockdale, Dublin. 1799. 


“THIS writer labours to prove that an Union, whatever the terms, 
ought to be rejected with indignation by the people of Ireland, 
If the proffered terms were not favourable to the Sifter Kingdom, a 
proper attention to her intereft fhould influence their rejection; if 
favourable, a certainty that Great Britain would never fulfil the con. 
tract fhould induce a fimilar conduct. He carries his hypothefis ftill 
farther, and maintains that no Union can ever take place between a 
lefs and a greater flate, becaufe the former can never have the means 
of enforcing from the latter a rigid obfervance of the ftipulated con- 
ditions, His obfervations refpecting the good faith, probity, and 
honour, of this country are evidently the offspring of the moft bi- 
gotted prejudice, and the moft malevolent rancour ; and they incef- 
fantly betray him into the moft fcandalous breaches of decorum, and 
the moft fhamelefs violations of truth. In fhort, the whole pamphlet 
appears to have been dittated by the ferocious fpirit of an United 
IL rifhman. 
Almoft every page teems with libels either on the Britith Nation, 
or the Britifh Parliament, ‘The latter, it is boldly averred, (Pp. 175) 
only defires an Union for the ufurpation of Irith Freedom, Againy— 


** Who that has witnefled the encroachments made upon the facred and funda- 
mental principles of the Conftitution, ean be the dupe of their fallacious preten- 
e¢cs? Was not Magna Charta facred and fundamental ; were not the Bill of Rights, 
the Habeas Corpus, the Trial by Jury, facred and fundamental? Is there any thing 
fundamental again — power, or facred from its rufian grafp, that it fhall 
determine to deftroy? (r. 13.) Will not thofe Englifh Members of Parliament 
who applaud the fyitem of torture and maffacre, ot houfe-burning, rapine, and 
rape, fo indiferiminately and fo extenfively praétifed under the late Admiaiftration, 
will they not aliy approve of coercing Irith pockets for the benetit of the Empire?” 


We 








Independence oppofed to Union. t8y 


We might here afk, what reputation is fecure from the “ ruffian 
gtafp’’ of this profligate calumniator, who, in his comprehenfive 
range of falfchood and of fraud, feeks to rouze the worft pafiions of 
the mind—hatred, malice, and revenge, by employing bafe fabrica. 
tions to inflame thofe whom his delufive arguments may fail to feduce ? 

The Goyernment of England efcapes no better than her Parliament 
from the fyftem of calumny “ fo indifcriminately and fo extenfively 
practifed” by this Catholic champion of Irith Independence, whe, 
after charging it with the moft unprincipled efforts to fubjugate the 
Sifter Kingdom, dares to attirm, that “ in its relations with other 
ftates, the inftances of Punic faith are numberlefs.’’ ‘The people 
are equally the objects of his reprobation; and even thofe brave 
troops, that volunteered their fervices in defence of 41s native foil, are 
ftigmatized as “alien bands of unrelenting mercenaries."’ In all her 
dealings England is reprefented as under the exclufive influence of 
pride, avarice, and ambition: this fpirit, it isfaid, will prevent her 
from acceding to Ireland, in the event of an Union, the benefits of 
a fair competition :—** For, if her avarice did not, her exceflive pro- 
digality would require an almoft univerfal monopoly of the means of 
growing rich, and her defperate Minitter, therefore, prefumes to feize 
upon Ireland to make up the deficit of her taxes, and fupply new ree 
fources to his profligate ambition.” r. 21. 

The author mentions * men who come in upon protections and are 
fhot with them in their pockets,’ but he carefully omits to notice the 
many thoufand Catholics who were fhot, or taken, in the Rebe/. Ranks 
with their prote¢tions in their pockets, after taking the Oath of Alle- 
giance, from which, in all probability, they had obtained abfolution 
trom fome of the Priefts who attended them to the field. 

His attachment to French principles leads him to exaggerate the 
atchievements of French prowefs, and to ftate, in dire¢t violation ot 
truth, that the Republic has ‘* proftrated every foe that fhe could con- 
tend with on egual terms’? whereas the fa¢t is, that fhe has never 
dared to encounter any foe upon egual terms; fhe has been folely in- 
debted for her fuccefles to the malignant influence of her intrigues, or 
the decided fuperiority of her numbers. In the fame /pirit he depre- 
ciates the refources of Britain ; fa//el/y afferts that the Affefled Taxes 
of laft year, ‘¢ with all the aid of Voluntary Contributions,” only 
produced two-thirds of the eftimate ; and tells his countrymen that 
Ireland is to be ‘ defpoiled for the farcical liberation of Europe.” 
(p. 26.) He draws a comparifon between England and France in 
their conduct to neighbouring ftates, decidedly in favour of the latter, 
*€ who on/y unites countries contiguous to her own territory,’’ ( the 
ifles of the Adriatic for example,) ‘‘ and does not refule to a// their 
inhabitants an entire participation in @// her advantages, in every 
fhape and degree, The French Republic profcribes 0 defcription of 
fubjects."” (p. 30.) No Nobles, Priefts, nor Emigrants to be fure! 
He tells the people of Ireland that if, at a future period, they fhould 
wifh to obtain any commercial advantages ‘* they muft compute the 
chances of the field, when their fneaking petitions thall have failed ; 
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or, if not, flink back into filence and fubmiffion.” (r. 4.) Heisa 
ftrenuous advocate fora /eparation of the two countries, though all 
the arguments <ypepa to the fubjeét * cannot, in the prefent ftate 
of the Irith prefs, be freely urged.’”” Hefays, ‘¢ itis worthy of re. 
mark that every argument in tavour of an Union is one againtt the 
exifting connection, and yet it is for maintaining the inconvenience 
of this ftate that fo many of the people have been pro/cribed and but. 
chered.” (p.44.) This language is tolerably plain; but left it 
fhould not be fufficiently fo for the low comprehenfion of fome of his 
countrymen, he takes care to lay before them the advantages of fuc- 
cefsful rebellion. ‘ Behold, then, in the participation communicated 
to the Americans, of the lucrative trade of the Eaft, the recompence 
of fuccefiful rebellion.” P. 24. 

An admonition to the people ‘ to obey the laws’’ could not fail to 
rouze the indignation of a man who preaches fuch doctrines as this 
«¢ Catholic ;”” hence his abufe of the Bifhop of Rochefter is natural. 
An enemy to the exifting order of things, his declaration that ‘ re. 
ligious eftablifhments have been always hurtful to the canfe of reli- 
gion,’’ is confiftent. With equal truth he afferts, that ‘* the efta- 
blifhed Clergy of Ireland are turned into hunters of their wretched 
countrymen who enjoy the conflagration of their dwellings, and 
feent their lacerated footfteps with the keennefs of Ancient Britons ;” 
and ‘* that the maxims of the Gofpel are thofe of satural and civil 
eguality.”” We are told of ‘the fplenetic ravings of Mr. Ogle— 
the ribaldry of Dr. Duigenan—(not one of whofe arguments, lew. 
ever, refpecting the Catholics, he has dared to attack »)—and the 
hypocrify of Mr. Wilberforce.’”” From the pen of fuch a writer an 
apology for the conduct of the United Irifbmen, “ the very head 
and front of whofe offending is a wifh to withdraw their country, 
like the United States of America, frem the bleflings of Britith con. 
ne ction, to ftand a felf-exifting Republic,’’ comes with peculiar pro. 
priety. ‘The argument clofes with an appropriate exhortation to all 
defcriptions of people, Royalifts and Rebels, Orange- men and United 
Irithmen, Catholics and Diffenters, to unite in refitting an Union— 
«« The empirical expedient of adefperate and flagitious miniftry, 
driven, by the progreflive increafe of their liberticide and fanguinary 
aéts, to a height of difficulties where they are unable to continue, 
and from which their guilty and recreant hearts tremble to recede ;’’— 
a miniftry who ‘ difputed with the principles of liberty (i. e. Re- 
bellion) until they rooted them deep in the foil, and moiftened them 
with the blood of the people.’’? With us, we confefs, the evident 
alarm which the profpect of an Union excites in the mind of an advo- 
cate tor /eparation is a very {trong argument in favour of the meafure, 
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Art. XXIX. Some Obfervations on the projeéted Union between 
Great Britain and Ireland, and the Expediency of agitating 
the Meafure at this Time. By J. H. C. Efq. Barrittes 
at Law. 8vo. Pp. 35. M‘Kenzie, Dublin. 1798. 


HESE obfervations are publifhed with a view to fhew that the 
prefent time, when the minds of the people of Ireland are in a 
ftate of perturbation, arifing from the internal diforders which have 
fo long prevailed in that country, is peculiarly unfavourable for 
bringing forward the important queftion of an Union. ‘They are 
temperate, pertinent, and judicious, and prove the author to be a fin- 
cere friend to the Britifh empire, with no more thana /audable parii- 
ality for his native foil ; fuch a partiality, in fhort, as refults from a 
generous anda noble fentiment, and fuch, confequently, as every man 
ought to poffefs. He is evidently anxious that a queftion of fuch 
magnitude fhould undergo a calm and deliberate difcuilion, and it is 
on that account that he wifhes it not to be brought forward at prefent, 
and that, whenever itis brought forward, it may be ftripped of all 
thofe extraneous topics with which vanity, prefumption, malevolence, 
or folly feeks to incumber it. His remarks on national dignity, and 
national pride, are particularly appofite.— 


“ That which is termed national dignity, feems to meto be as little underftood, 
as it has been greatly mifapplied on the prefent occafion. Where two kingdoms 
have but one Crown, yet feparate legiflatures ; where a phyfical incorporation, but 
not a political one, has been formed by degrees;—where one fleet and one army, 
nationally indivifible even in thought, have been formed from the fubjeéts of each 
without diftinétion;—where the enemies of one are the cnemics of both ;-—where 
peace and war affect both or neither ;—where the lubjects of the one are entitled 
to allthe natural rights of the other—where is the dittinét and feparate national 
dignity of either? I know of none. The dignity of fuch an empire is not divi- 
fible into parts. 

‘* National pride is but too generally national prejudice. The introduétion of 
thole plaufible terms amongft the objeéts of real confideration, is loading the 
enquiry with gilded baubles. ‘They are like the foils and {pangles onthe flipper 
of the Opera-dancer, which catch the eye and give afalle appearance of action.” 
r. 16, 17, 


The author is friendly to an Union provided the terms be fair and 
equitable; but the arguments which he adduces to fhew that the 
prefent time is unfavourable for the project, proves, at leaft, that he 
knows the temper of his countrymen full weil. 


** Without being fairly examined, it will be confidered as injurious to Ireland ; 
candour, and cool judgement, and good temper will be tlrangers to the determi- 
nation, and the truce interefts of the nation will be overlooked ; violent refolutions 
and decifions will follow: I know the impetuous and irritable temper of my 
countrymen, and I know how eafily it is mildirected., 

** An event the molt extraordinary, the moft dangerous, and, I will add, the 
moft unnatural may fucceed ; a temporary, and partial, and deligning coalition may 
be formed between the difafteéted and the loyal : partial—becaufe it has only one 
objeft, in view, namely, the defeat of the meafure of an Union ; deligning—be- 
caule it is making the loyal part of the nation ancillary to the views of traitors ; 
tenporary—beeaule it will ceafe with its objet. The effects of fuch a coaliton 
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are not eafily calculated; animofities would be created between Ireland and 
Britain, and the grand with of treafon would be accomplifhed by the creation of a 
divifion between two kingdoms, which ought to be linked together by an in. 
diffoluble tie, and have no feparate interefts, 
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Art. XXX. Reafons againft an Union, in which Arguments 
for and againfi an Union, fuppofed to have come from a 
Perfon in high Station, are particularly confidered. By an 
Irifhman. 8vo. Pp. 32. Folingfby, Dublin. 1798. 


HIS writer queftions the competence of Parliament to vote an 
Union, and feeks to fupport his pofition by quotations from 
Grotius, Puffendorff, and Locke. Locke’s reafoning refpecting the 
power of the people being entirely founded on falfe premifes, viz. 
that goverment 1s a delegation iffuing from the people, and its power 
entirely derived from them ; it is not furprifing that his conclufions 
fhould be erroneous.’ As to the inftances adduced from Grotius and 
Puffendorff, they do not appear to us to bear upon the point in queftion, 
for they evidently confine the lawfulnefs of refiftance to cafes wherein 
the /upreme power of the ftate is transferred, without the confent of 
the people, to other hands; even Locke limits it (on this queftion) 
to a transfer of the power of making laws. Now the Kina is the | 
Supreme power of the ftate, the Caput, Principium, et Finis, (to 
nfe the words of Lord Coke,) he it is who makes laws, by and with 
the advice and confent of the Lords and Commons ; and we have not 
heard of any intention of transferring the Crown of Ireland to any 
other head. 

The author admits that an Union would be produétive of many 
advantages, but, in his opinion, thefe would be more than counterba- 
lanced by the difadvantages which it would produce, and, therefore, he 
is inimical to it. Many of his obfervations are marked by good 
fenfe, all his arguments are urged with decorum, and he has certainly 
fulfilled what he ftates to have been his with ; ‘ to difcufs the queftion 
with temper and moderation, to avoid all extraneous matter, and to 
give offence to none.’’ 


carte 


3 
F 
ii 
¥ 
i 
a 
Y 
i 
bi. 
4, & 
st & 


a NE Ne ry SC 


’ 
ai 
it 
Le 
s & 





Art. XXXI. Ireland Sabinized, cr a Cafe in Point. 
Svo, Pp.15. Price 6jd. Hill, Dublin, 1799. 


R. Cooke is here called “an incendiary,’? whofe ‘ fallacy 

and hypocrify’’ the writer of this pamphlet undertakes to ex- 

pofe, by fhewang, that the Englith and Irifh are not fo fituated in 

refpect of each other as the Romans and Sabines were. He certainly 

thews fufficient knowledge to convince his readers that he has perufed 
“The Roman Hiftory, 1n queftion and anfwer,”’ 
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Arr. XXXII. Stri@ures on an Union betwixt Great Bri- 
tain and Ireland. By an Officer. 8vo. Pp. 44. Dornin, 
Dublin. 1798. 


4 | Baycays are the fuggeftions of a well-difpofed mind, who fees 

his country a prey to numerous evils, to which, in his opinion, 
an Union would fupply an adequate remedy. One of thefe evils, 
indeed, might be removed without an Union; we mean, the fyitem 
of letting eftates to middle-men; this is a grievous calamity, tending 
at once to opprefs the moft induftrious part of the community, and to 
injure the proprictor of land, in a very great degree. We have 
known fome inftances in which this fyftem has been abolifhed and the 
effects have been moft beneficial, and we can fee no earthly reafon why 
a general abolition fhould not take place. 

This Officer fuccefsfully confutes the reafoning of Mr. Spencer and 
feme other opponents of the propofed Union, refpecting the effects of 
the Union upon Scotland, and the alledged violation of its conditions, 
in particular inftances, by Great Britain, Thefe Gentlemen having ab- 
furdly obferved that ‘* Edinburgh has remained ftationary,’’ inferring 
from thence that the ftate of the country had not been improved during 
the prefent century, this writer afks, ‘how old is the new towa ot 
Edinburgh? or, if that is no fign of its advancement in commercey 
why fhould there have been lately an act of Parliament for enlarging 
the harbour of Leith?’ He ably defends the Scotch againft the 
afperfions caft upon them by Mr. Spencer and others ; and he pro- 
perly ityles the affertion that ‘ Ireland drew the venom that hath 
tin¢tured her principles from Great Britain’’ an * impudent affertion,’’ 
jultly remarking, that “in the bofom of Ireland have long been 
nurtured thefe feeds of rebellion, which, to the ruin of thoufands, 
burft forth at laft ; a rebellion originating partly from an — 
exercifed by themfelves—partly from the moft execrable treafons that 
ever were planned.” 

Speaking of the moft violent declaimers againit the Union, he 
ays-— 


¢ 


“ Thefe boifterous demagogues take hold of a popular fubjeé to wrelt it for 
their own purpofes ; let the pill be ever fo bitter, there will be found tools to 
iwallow it; paflion too often blinds the human mind; nos is it, until after cir- 
sumitances have occurred which lead to more temperate coni:deration, that they 
take time to curfe the fiend that has blinded their jadgement.”’ 


Arr. XXXIII. Letter to Fofbua Spencer, Efq. occafioned 
by his Thoughts on an Union. By a Barrifter. 8vo. Pp. 42. 
Archer, Dublin. 1798. 








R. Cooke, it feems, was right in his fuppofition that, though 
the Union would be oppofed by many Gentlemen at the Infh 
Bar, ftill it would find able advocates in that fame body. Mr, 


Spencer having publicly advanced the broad propofition— te 
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“ That circumftanced as Ireland and England now are, both with refpedd tg 
their own particular internal concerns, their mutual relations to each other as 
conneéted kingdoms, and the particular ftate of Europe at this moment, no poffible 
Union of the Legiflature of the two countries can be for the advantage of the for. 
mer.”’ 


This writer undertakes to demonftrate the fallacy of his opinion, 
and to fhew that an Union will not only be advantageous to, but abfo. 
lutely neceflary for, Ireland. He afcribes the flow progrefs of 
national improvenient in that country to the circumftance of the 
people *¢ feeling fo much and thinking fo little ;’’ and, having traced 
the caufes which contributed to the formation of the Lrifh charatter, 
he draws this conclufion, 


* One lefs formed for domeftic tranquillity, or the purfuits of fober induflry 
ean fcarcely be imagined; fome alteration in the caufes which have produced this 
condition is devoutly to be wifhed. ‘To continue in a track in which we have 
hitherto met with nothing but mifery and diltrefs, would be fomething more than 
vaional folly.” 


He then proceeds to fhew that ‘no alteration in the prefent laws, 
while the mode of adminiftering the conftitution remains as it is, 
can ever remove them ; 


«“ To remain as we are, with our experience of the evils which prefs upon us, 
would be madaefs; fome change muft be made—fome radical change which will 
remove the evil is the only permanent way by which fuch evils can be removed, 
by removing the caufe of them, ‘This courle, at once wife and fafe, confilts, in 
my mind, in the adoption of that Union with England, which you fo tlrongly 

' reprobate,” 


There is a confiderable difplay of flrong fenfe and accute reafoning 
in this letter ; and the flimfy fabric creéted by Mr. Spencer is unable 
to withftand the well-direéted attacks of his more powerful adverfary. 
We might feleét many paflages in fupport of our judgement, but we 
fhall content ourfelves with the following extract: 


** Before we can hope that England will promote our interefts to the extent our 
fituation is capable of, fhe muft be well affured that we make part of herfelf. We 
mult be placed beyond the reach of foreign cabal, or the temptation to internal 
conipiracy; thefe two are promoted by each other, and both arife from the fup- 
pofed practicable diffolution of that conncftion which now fubfifis betweea 
the countries. But we are afked, * thall we lend our affiftance to remove from 
this couutry the wfidle Agns of the Englith conftitution ?” at prefent indeed we 
may have fome of the vr/d/e Ayres but we certainly want much of the inward and 
JSdiritual grace; 1 mean no unhallowed alluhon, for I confider as almoft divine 
the genuine {pirit of that conititution. But I confefs, I care not how far thele 
vifidle figns are removed trom me, provided I enjoy the fubftantial bleffings which 
arife from their extflence. It is indifferent to me if I never fee a king, or an aflem- 
bly of lords, or of commons, (for thele are the vifible figns you allude to,) 
provided I know that my intereft, in common with that of every individual in 
the land, is fubmitted to the wifdom of their councils. I would be glad to 
know what vifdle figns of the Englifh conftitution have Liverpool, Briftol, 
Binninghain, and Manchefler? the two latter have not even reprefentatives in the 
allembly of the nation. No king of the houfe of Brunfwick, that I know of, 
ever {ct his foot in one of them, and if a lord has patled through them, he has 
ponhenty beet like any other paflenger, unnoticed and unknown. Have they fuf- 
ered by this abfence of tho/e vrpble fgns of the Englifh conftitution ? I apprehend 
not. Are we then to be treated thus like children, and is it to be ferioufly lamented 
that a: Union will ia future preclude us from the enjoyment of this few ? My 
idea 
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fdeas of the wfdle Arms of the Englith conftitution are very different from thofe 
which feem to engage your imagination. I {ce them in the cultivated farm, the 

dent landholder, the comfortable artift, the wealthy merchant, in reipec 
for the laws and their adminiftrators, in reverence for religion and its teachers, in 
the fecure protection of life, liberty, and, property, and in that diffufed morality, 
which, reaching from the highelt ranks of joctety to the loweft, conneéts them in 
one beautiful and harmonious whole, Here I behold the effets of a good con- 
ftitution, well adminiftered. To attain fuch things I would facrifice much of 
form, much of pride, and much of dignity.” 
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Art. XXXIV. A Loyal Subje&’s Thoughts on an Union 
between Great Britain and Ireland. 8vo. Pp. 37. Mil- 
liken, Dublin. 1799. 


S ie Thoughts of an honeft, upright, and independent mind, 
delivered in plain and fimple language, on topics of general 
concefn, are ever entitled to more attention than the laboured differ. 
tations, or high-wrought fpeeches, of avowed partifans. This Loyal 
Subject can not be fufpeéted of harbouring prejudices unfavourable to 
his native country, nor of being ignorant of its real fituation and true 
interefts, when he affures us, that fe has not paffed, and, in all proba. 
bility, never fhall pafs, one moment of his life out of Ireland. Yet 
he draws a melancholy picture of his countrymen, and infiitson the 
neceflity of an Union to meliorate their minds, to change their habits, 
and to allure them to honeft exertion and profitable induftry. He 
teprobates the folly of facrificing, to the prefervation of fanciful 
independence, indebted for its very exiftence to what its advocates 
muft confider as a foreign force, thofe folid and extenfive advantages, 
which muft accrue from a confolidation of the two kingdoms into 
one empire. 

He obferves that the majority of Irifh Emigrants are not much 
a in the countries which they feleét for their refidence, and he 
ays, 


“« We have not incontrovertible pretenfions to honefty, induftry, fobricty, and 
devotion, and muft not, of courfe, look upon ourfelves to be an ifland of faints, 
whole exemplary lives leave no room for amendment. It muft not, however, be 
denied that we have many (triking inftances of fincere, difinterefted friendthip to 
boaft of ; and that compaffion for objeéts in diftre/s has a diltinguifhed influence 
upon us. Hofpitality and courage are alledged to be our national charaéteriftics : 
but do not our convivial affociations very frequently terminate in beftiality ?_and 
even without dwelling too much upon the execrable atrocities which have affixed 
an indelible odium to the late Kebellion in this kingdom, is not our bravery 
repeatedly marked by rafhnefs, revenge, and wanton ferocity ?” 


He is decidedly of opinion, that, in all thefe refpects, a beneficial 

nge might be produced in the national manners by an Union, 
which would lead many Englifhmen to fettle in Ireland. We thall 
quote one other paflage to thew, that many of the hardfhips which 
the labouring claffes of the community in the fifter kin have 
been faid to fuftain, are imputable to them/elwes, 
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“* I refide upon a farm, the annual value of which has been trebled, at leaf, 
fince it came into my hands, by the care and attention beftowed upon it) and yet, 
many of my neighbours, who enjoyed equal advantages with me, and had ag 

eat domeftic claims upon them, have fuflered their lands to remain ina fhame. 
P ftate of negligence, merely through floth and idlenefs; for though they pre. 
tended theoretic knowledge, yet they had not refolution to make experiments 
which might have richly repaid all their labour and expence. 3 mention this, 
not from any oftentatious principle with regard to mylelf, becaule my Line of 
condné was no other than what common prudence dictated, but to ex pole the 
flovenly, lazy carriage of too many among my couutrymen, and to fhew that by 
their own reprehenfible indolence, with refpeét to tillage, their grounds have been 
much lefs produ€tive, than they could be rendered by proper management; aad 
that the hardfhips whichthey may occafionally happen to feel by a fcarcity of pro. 
vifions, is to be charged infinitely more to their own iupine behaviour, without 
bringing intoxicatian at all into the account, than the inclemency of the feafons, 
the barrenntls of their helds, the feverity of landlords, or the exorbitant weight 
of tythes and taxes, about whichthey are wel! inclined to raife fuch an outcry.” 





Art. XXXV. The probable .Confequences of an Union, im 
partially confidered. By aBarriller. 8vo, Pp. 18 Mil- 
liken, Dublin. 1799. 


HE Author takes a brief, but gen ral, view of the queftion ; 
and, tracing the flate of Ireland from the times preceding the 
teign of our Second Henry, to the prefent epoch, fhews, firft, thar 
fhe is indebted to her conrie¢tion with England for what portion of 
domeftic fecurity and national power fhe has hitherto enjoyed ; and, 
fecondly, that it is impoflible for her to maintain herfelf as an inde. 
pendent ftate. He reprefints Ireland tobe, at this time, ‘*a miferable 
and divided country, full of rancour and animofity,’’ and the pea. 
fantry to be ** ignorant, miferable, and idle, addicted by cuftom to 
thieving and drunkennefs, and impatient of all civil reftraint and 
lawful {ubordination.”” ‘The remedy which the Barrifter prefcribes 
for thefe ruinous evils isan equitable Union. 











Art. XXXVI. Verbum Sapienti,; or, a Few Reafons for 
thinking that it is imprudent to oppofe, and difficult to pre- 
vent, the projséicd Union. 8vo. Pp.14. Milliken, Dublin. 

1799: 


E cannot compliment this Verbum Sapienti by faying that it 
is verbum fapientis; nor do we think it properly addreffed to 
the Anti-Unionifts, whofe fpeeches hitherto have difplayed eloguentiz 

Jatis, fapientia parum. ‘The author feems to think that, becaufe the 
meafure of an Union has been propofed by the Adminiftration, it 
fhould be adopted without examination or difcuflion. If this be his 
opinion, we mutt differ from him tote ca/o, for, by a full and tempe- 
rate difcuffion alone can the merits or demerits of the projeét, which 
ought exclufively to influence its adoption or rejection, be rightly 
underitood, or clearly afcertained. 
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Art. XXXVII. Letter from a Retired Barrifter in London 
to a Praétifing Barrifter in Dublins 8vo, Pp. 27. 
Milliken, Dublin. 1799. 


HE author of this Letter confiders the Union only in its proba. 

ble effects on the Irifh Bar, which he judicioufly divides into 
Barrifters and Lawyers ;—the former, men of fuperficial attainments 
looking to parliamentary influence for profeffional fuecefs ; the latter, 
ftudious and laborious, founding their claims to fuccefs on the legi- 
timate plea of legal knowledge. ‘Thefe laft, he maintains, as well as 
the Attornies, muft be effentially benefited by the Union, from its 
direét tendency to promote ‘* the general advancement of the country 
in commerce and in agriculture,’"? He threwdly remarks, that 
« Lawyers thrive in rich paftures, not in fandy defarts, nor in bogs.”’ 
His arguments nppear to us incontrovertible, The author, however, 
by no means pledges himfelf to an unqualified approbation of the 
meafure ; for, though he deems it highly beneficial to Ireland, he 
has trong doubts whether it may not prove detrimental to England, 
His apprehenfions are founded on ‘¢ the important changes whicha 
junction of Parliaments may occafion in the trame of her own Confti. 
tution,’’—and thefe he juftly confiders as ‘* graye and weighty 


points.”* 





Art. XXXVIII. Union or not? By anOrangeman. 8vo. 
Pp. 42. Milliken, Dublin, 1799. 


HIS traét contains fome ftrong points well put, The folly of ° 


thofe Irifhmen, who oppofe all Union whatever, is demonftrated 

by a fuppofition that an Union were propofed by which the feat of 
Imperial Government, and the royal refidence, were to be tranfpofed 
from London to Dublin, ‘The author afks if any man in his fenfes 
‘© could declare fuch an Union to be difadvantageous to Ireland ?’* 
He enters into a confideration of the extent of Britith influence nece/- 
Sarily exitting, in the prefent ftate of affairs, in the Parliament of 
Ireland, and he fhews that all the prejudicial effeéts of fuch influence 
mutt be deftroyed by an Union, His reafoning on this part of the 
fubje@& is very clear and fatisfactory, He proves that it has ever been 
the object of the enemies of the country, foreign and dometitic, to 
sang a feparation of Ireland from Great Britain; infers that an 
nion would remove the principal inducement to fuch efforts, and, at 
the fame time, fupply the means of effectually crufhing them, fhould 
they ever be exerted, in their infancy, He takes a brief view of 
the paft and prefent ftate of Ireland, adverts to the caufes and effects 
of he late rebellion, touches upon the religious feuds and diffentions, 
and confiders it impoflible that things can remain as they are, He 
combats the generally received idea that Dublin would be injured ny 
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the Union, and he fhews, at leaft, the fincerity of his opinion, fine 
his whole property, he tells us, is vefted in houfes fituated in that me. 
tropolis. He reprobates the intemperance difplayed by the Bar in 
their treatment of this momentous project, and their attempts to excite 
a popular ovtcry againft ir is compared to ‘ that fyftem which hal. 
loved Caftle-hacke and Informer again{t every man who dared to oppofe 
the progrefs of treafon by argument, or to reveal its practices by 
evidence :—yet, in what ftate would this country have been but for 
the fagacity of Duigenan, or the confcientious repentance of Rey. 
nolds ??? He denies the affertion of Mr. M‘Kenna, that the Catho. 
Jics had no fhare in the late rebellion, but he forbears to enter on the 
difcuflion of a fubjeét which would recall the moft “ agonizing recol. 
lections, and would require the volumes of evidence on the fubje& 
Suppreffed by authority.’? We are forry that he has not afforded us a 
key to this laft declaration, which evidently implies fomething that 
calls for enquiry. He fhews, from the fuccefs which has attended 
the exertions of many Scotchmen in the Britifh Senate, that the Irith 
Members would, by 2 Legiflative Union, have a fine field opened for 
be difplay of their talents, and the gratification of a laudable am. 
ition. 

The difference between parties in Great Britain and parties in Ire. 
land is ftated in the following extract, with which we fhall conclude 
our notice of a traét, whichcontains nothing to cenfure, and much to 
commend,— 


‘“* The nature of a free government always requires party in the ftate. Britifh 
partics, as they are immediately in the feat of Empire, muft buiy themfelves about 
imperial concerns; all this is proper, and ferves to check the Minifler; but the 
mitery of itis, that we have, in this country, minor branches of the fame parties, 
and, not having imperial concerns to meddle with, the whole force of Britith 
faction, is, by proxy, dire€led, in our Parliament, againft the internal government 
of the country, and what Mr. Fox ufed to utter at Weltminfter, his telegraph, 
Mr. Grattan, was always found to exattly copy, however imappofite or mile 
chievous to Ireland. 

* To counteraét this evil, the Britifh Minifter fends over various Governors, as 
he finds the confufion increafing ia this country; at one time we have Lord Weit- 
morland encouraging and {upporting the Proteftaut intereft—at another, Lord Fitz 
willi'm with Mr. Grattan exalting the Papifts; then again, Lord Camden fupporte 
ing the Conflitution, and Mr. Grattan, in a rage, fetting the Houle on fire becaufe 
he is turned out; and, la@ly, we have had Lord Cornwallis, with an head full of 
his own opinions, attempting to govern all the complicated interefts of the coun- 
try, without enquiring into one of them, difcouraging and difarming the Protef- 
tant Yeomanry, who have faved Ireland, affronting the firft men in the land for 
acquitting a Proteftant Yeoman, accufed by a perjured Rebel; and, at the fame 
time, fending an avowed traitor, Mr. Sampfon, into exile—exile! ta Lifbon— 
and another, (Mr. Garret Byrne,) who has laid wafte the whole county of Wick- 
Jow, burned the Proteftant village of Hacketftown to the greund, and maflacred 
every Proteflant, man, woman, and child, whom he found in the country, to fee 
fide at Stowe, in Buckinghamfhire, the Paradife of England, the retreat of the 
Patriot Cobham. Will any one fay that thefe things would have happened were 
there one Irith Legiflator to ftand up at Weftminfter, and tell thefe things to the 
people of England? It has been faid, and idly faid, that the people of England 
are indifferent about the Proteftant intereft; it is not fo: the terrible convulfions 
of 1780 prove that their apprehenfions on that ground are even too acute ; 
furely the Imperial Parliament would not tamely fuffer the difcouragement of that 
gotereft in Ireland, it would not leave thofe who had hed their blood, on 
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their deareft friends, their properties, and their homes, in defence of their cone 
neétion with Great Britain, to fut Gown in comfortlels poverty, to compare theit 
lot with that of rebels, and to be forced to acknowledge that treafon had the ad- 


vantage.” Pp. 24—27. 





—— 


Art. XL. A Few Thoughts on an Union; with fome Obferva- 
tions upon Mr. Weld’s Pampblet of “* No Union,” addreffed 
to the Yeomanry of Dublin. Bya Well-wither of Ireland, 
8vo. Pp. 37. Milliken, Dublin. 1799. 


HIS well-meant attempt of a fincere friend to his country, to 
fhew the advantages of an Union, is more remarkable for good. 

nefs of intention than ability of execution, He expoles fome grofs 
fallacies in many of Mr. Weld’s ftatements, particularly in refpect of 
the fituation of Scotland, and the views of Great Britain. Llndeed, 
there isa ftrange perverfion of intellect vifible in all the arguments 
applied to the ftate of Scotland by the Anti-Unioniits ; for they pers 
fevere in imputing every difturbance that has happened in that country, 
particularly the Rebellions in 1715 and 1745, to the Union, while 
they infift that none of the advantages which Scotland now poffeiles, 
in the improvement of her trade, manufaétures, and agriculture, and 
the confequent augmentation of her revenue, and the value of land, 


can be afcribed to that event! 
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Arr. XLI. Ireland profiting by Example, or, the Queftion, 
Whether Scotland has gained, or loft, by an Union with Enge 
land, fairly difcuffed. In a Letter from a Gentleman in 
Edinburgh to bis Friend in Dublin. 8vo. Pp. 33. Mile 
liken, Dublin. Re-printed for Chapple, Boil-Mall, 


London. Price js, 1799, 


HIS is one of the moft ufeful tracts that has yet come under our 
infpection ; it oppofes plain facts to ftrong affertions, and aus 
thentic documents to empty declamation. The beneficial confequene 
ces of the Union to Scotland are detailed in a moft clear and fatisfac- 
tory manner, and all the falfehoods which have been advanced by the 
Anti-Unionifts, on that fubject, are expofed, almoft with the accu- 
racy of mathematical demonitration, One of thefe pamphleteers had 
declared ¢¢ that Scotland has been beggared and impoverifhed fince the 
Union ;” the truth of this declaration is proved by an authenticated 
account of the comparative wealjh of that country, previous to the 
Union, and at the prefent time; whence it appears that the reve. 
nues of the Royal Boroughs of Scotland ‘ have been much more than 
trebled ; that the Shipping of Scotland has increafed from 215 veffels, 
Or, 14,485 tons, to 2,116 vefiels, or, 154,857 tons ; that the pro. 


Gace of the Linen Manufacture, fince the year 1728, has — 
rom 





ces 


































































































































ee a NT ea 






































Pe ee eee ee) 
e 


So OL Le ALT RE LLL LELN LLYGL LOLI LE ELLE ALOE LT 











, = w 


















































198 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


from 2,183,978 yards, value £103,312 95. 3¢. tO 23,102,404$ 
yards, value £906,202 85. 44. that the Cotton Manutacture now 
gives employiment to 100,000 perfons, and the quantity of cotton 
printed (in 1792) amounted to 3,321,712 yards ; that the income of 
the Poft-Office has been augmented trom £1,194, a fum fcarcely 
fuflicient to defray ihe expence of its eftablifhment, (0 £62,984 95. 1d, 
clear revenue, after all expences are defrayed; and that the increafe 
of the population, fince the Union, amounts to 600,000! 

Another of thefe fagacious pamphleteers had ftated, that, * fince 
the Union, Edinburgh has remained fationary ;’? and others had 845 
ftill farther, ahd had not fcrupled boldly to declare, that it § is 4 
gared and depopulated,” Let us oppofe the voice of truch to the voice 
of patriati/m on this topic.— 


* The city of Edinburgh is tripled, in point of extent, fince the period of the 
Union, It i computed that, wi ith m thefe lait thirty years, the new buildings, 
public and private, new ftrects and {quares, have c a above two mil -? on s {terling, 
The Public Offices, the Courts of Juftice, the Regifter-Houle, the ¢ es of Ex 
eife and Cuitoms, the new Univerlity, the Theatecs, Ailemb aiaiane Bridyes, 
&c. do not yicld in magnificence to thote of any capital rn Europe. In the year 
3678 the population of Edinburgh was 35,200, in 1793, 84,880!” 


4 


So much for beggary and depopulation ! 

Thefe fagacious patriots have eee equally corre in their account 
of the increafed weight of Taxation fultained by Scotland in confe- 
quence of an Union,— 


“+ The truth is, (fays the fenfible author of this letter, a Scotsman himfelf,) out 
means and our capeeity have increaled-in-a much higher ratio than our burdens; 
as the wondertul advancement in every article of political wealth and pro{perity 
demonitrably fhews. In every cate where a new tax was to be impoted, which 
was to affeét the united kingdom, the proportion was fixed even W ith a partial ine 
dulgence of the Englifh Members themfelves, to a country which they a pe 
as lowly advancing in its political aroweth aud needing, ‘Mee a weakly child, 
continued exertion of the care and tendernels of its parent, ‘The aflertion that the 
firft impottions of the Male Vax in Scotland, was an infringement of the articles 
of Union, is founded entirely ima piece of fophiftry, urged, indeed, at the time, 
but which met with its prit dilregara, It was itipulated by the treaty of Union, 
that the Mait-Tax fhould not be extended to Scotland during the ‘continuanee of 
the p elent war.’ In 171%, “ hen the Bill was b: ought in for ext nding tnat tax to 
~« otiand, it was allowed that the articles of Pe ace had been fettled between Great 
Britain, France, and Spain, and the ratifications folemnly exchanged; but it was 
captioufly objeéted. that Peace bad not been form: ally ere ued, It may be bee 
lieved that an objection fo truly frivolous met with its yuk ditregard.’ 


So much for Britith rafidelrey / 

To prove that the meazs of Scotland has increafed in a greater pro. 
portion than her éardens, itis only neceflury to ftate, that the grofs 
revenue from the Cuftoms, at the period of the Union, was £ 30,000 
and, in 1798, £433,679 18s. 8id. ‘The grofs revenue trom the 
Ricife, (which was whoily abforbed in defray ing the expence of the 
Civil Efablithments of Scotland,) at the Union, was £33,500, and 
in 1798, £702,470 58 re mitted to the Britihh Exchequer, after 
paying all ‘the expen ices of the Kttablifhment! The aétual produce 
of the Lands of Scotland has, fince the Unien, been increafed fx fold,” 
The author then proceeds to demonftrate the falfehood of the pore 
that 
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that thefe advantages are not imputable to the Union; and here he is 

ually fuccefsful as in the other branches of his argument. The cons 
cluding part of the letter is appropriated to the detection of another 
atrocious falfehood, advanced, with fhamelefs effrontery, by the oppo- 
nents of the Union, who have dared to affirm that the conduct of 
Great Britain, towards Scotland, has betrayed ‘* more the negle¢ct of 
a flep-mother than the care of a natural parent,’ ‘The very reverfe 
of this is proved, by hiftorical'records, to be the fact; and Great 
Britain is fhewn to have been not only juft, but highly generous and 
liberal, in her conduct to Scotland. She has never evinced the for- 
didnefs of rival jealoufy, but always the warmth of parental affection. 
We are happy to find that this pamphlet has been re-printed in Lon- 
don; and we earneftly recommend it to our readers, as containing 
much curious and interefting matter, and affording fixed data, refult- 
ing from hiftorical tacts, by which the judgement may be regulated 
in forming an opinion on a matter of the firft importance to the prof. 
perity and happinefs of the Britifh Empire. 





Art. XLII. Reafons for adopting an Union between Ireland 
and Great Britain. By the Author of a Letter to Jofeph 
Spencer, Efq. 8vo. Pp. 61. Price 1s. 6d. Milliken, 
Dublin. Re-printed for Chapple, Pall-Mall, London, 


1799- 


a ie this infatuated country gives up the prefent offer, the may 

look for it again in vain—/¢hings cannot remain as they aresa« 
---Commercial jeauloufy is rouzed---it will increafe with two inde- 
pendent Legiflations---and without an united intereft in commerce, in 
a commercial empire, political Union will receive many fhocks, and 
Separation of intereft mutt threaten /eparation of conne@ion, which 
every honcft Irifoman mutt fhudder to look at, as a poflible event.’’ 
Such is the recorded opinion of Mr. Forster, the prefent Speaker of 
the Irith Houfe of Commons, in 1785, when he held the office of 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ; and an opinion more favourable to the 
projected meafure of an Union cannot eafily be conceived. Mr. 
Forfter, however, it appears, is now adverfe to an Union: as no 
Opportunity has yet occurred for an expofition of thefe motives 
which have influenced the adoption of his pre/ent fentiments, we have 
not the means of deciding on their juftice. Many circumftances, no 
doubt, occur, in the term of fourteen years, to fan¢tion achange of 
opinion on great political queftions ; but to us, it appears, from no 
inattentive confideration of the fubjeft, that the events which have 
taken place in Ireland, within that time, are peculiarly calculated, 
not only to confirm the fentiments of thofe who were then anxious for 
an Union, but to remove the objections of others who were then 
hoftile to the meafure, 


The 








RE ee iN 








et dae 
om 











eae 


— 





— ncaa 























Sg a RS A NI IT 


a 








— 





SE ALE LAD tl AN Li A REE Mg SI 











———— 





ame te ela NN A ALAS LT 
a ee —x 





aa 


sean Seite ent ee ae 
pire ey A AR A: EC CIE A 
ne A a I 








Te ee alee oe oa ore 
eid ae *: 
— . _ ~~ — 








oe 





ane 
er 















































ib 






















200 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


"The writer of the tract before us has evidently confidered his fubje@h 
with the deepeft attention, and under every poflible point of view ; he 
has ftudied the nature and difpofition of his countrymen, and the 
hiftory of his country ; he has clofely attended to the ftate of parties 
and of factions, and inveftigated the caufes which engendered, the 
circumftances which fupport them, and the confequences to which 
they lead. ‘Thus prepared, he enters into a mafterly analyfis of the 
arguments, both theoretical and prad@ical, which have been advanced 
by the different writers on the Union, fhews in what refpect they are 
at variance with each other, and how far they are applicable to the 
queftion. He takes, us the bafis of his reafoning, the neceflity of a 
conneétion between the two countries, and, of courfe, addreffes him. 
felf exclufively to thofe by whom that neceflity is acknowledged, 
Setting out upon this principle, he obviates, with infinite fuccefs, 
the moft plaufive objections of his adverfary ; and, after demon. 
ftrating, by arguments that to us — incontrovertible, the inade. 
quacy of fubfiiting ties to preferve the fubfifting conneétion, and the 
immenfe advantages that muft refult to Ireland, from a legiflative 
Union, he earneftly, and emphatically, recommends it to her “ asa 
{cheme of the wifeit policy fhe could purfue.”” 

This able and judicious writer proves, that the nature of the pre. 
fent connettion is fuch, as to render the decided inferiority of the 
Irifh nation indifpenfibly neceffary to its prefervation; and, at the 
fame time, to hold out temptations to the enemies of the country, 
foreign and domeftic, to effect a feparation. This has been the mo. 
tive with all the internal enemies of Ireland, to combine their efforts 
topreventan Union. ‘This, indeed, fome of the honeft, but miftaken, 
opponents of the meafure have virtually admitted, by bringing for. 
ward certain propofitions, the adoption of which they deem neceffa 
for preferving the conne¢tion between the two countries ; and, it is 
here fhewn, that thefe propofitions amount to nothing lefs than ‘¢ an 
abfolute furrender to the Parliament of England ot the purfe and 
{word of this (the Irifh) nation,’’ and.are even much more extenfive in 
their operation. ‘ But even that will not do, the feed of diffolation 
is incorporated in its frame ; it is perifhable as the breath of man, 
and precarious as human condutt.”’ 

Having noticed the prepofterous obfervation of one writer {whofe 
work is reviewed in a former article) that ‘* were an Union fraught 
with bleflings—were it the elixir of life,’ it ought to be rejected ; 
he afks, ‘* What muft be the opinion of that man, of our underftand- 
ings, if he fuppofes we can be affected by idle rant of this kind? Is 
this the fobriety of difcuffion, which a queftion, like the prefent, 
demand ? Yet, in this manner it has been, for the moft part, treated; 
the changes are perpetually rung upon our independence. You are 
afked with a gravity that would be contemptible, if it were not 
wicked— ‘ Will you annihilate independent Ireland ?”’ Let us exa- 
mine this independence. He then enters upon this examination with 
the fame cool judgement, and fuperior ability, which are obfervable 
in every page of his book, He afcertains the nature and a” of 
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this independence, fo much talked of, and fo little underftond ; and 
obferves, that © the only confiftent advocates for the ftritt indepen- 
dence of Ireland, are the friends of feparation. He adduces, in fup- 
rt of his arguments, the well-known caufes of the Commercial Pro- 
pofitions in 1785, and the Regency in 1789, of which he fays— 
“ It feems now to be univerfally acknowledged that, on both thefe 
occafions, the true interefts of the nation, and of the empire, were 
facrificed to the founding of a name.’’ 
In the Jate debate on the Union, in the Irith Houfe of Commons, 
allufions were made to the opinion of Mo/pneux, the celebrated Irith 
hilofopher, the friend of Locke, and the ftrenuous advocate for the 
independence of his native country. By both parties, great de. 
ference was paid to that opinion, though the members of oppofition 
qualified their praife of it by a declaration of its inapplicability to 
the prefent times. Denying, as we do, the juftice of fuch quali- 
fication, we fhall extraét the fentiments of Molynenx, as quoted by 
the author of this tract, and earneftly recommend them to the attention 
of all true Irifhmen ;-— 


“ In fupporting the adoption of an Union between the two countries, it is une 
neceffary to fay, that 1 do not mean to argue with thofe who look forward to the 
exiftence of Iveland, as a diftinét independent nation, as a delirable event, at any 
period, hewever diftant. One of the gentlemen who have written upen this 
fubje€t, fays, * the Almighty has thrown the channel as a perpetual barrier to an 
Union between Great Britain and Ireland.’ If this be fo, the impiety of man has 
done much to encreach upon this decree of Providence. Cromwell, devout as he 
was, laughed at it when he fummoned reprefentatives from this country to fit im 
the Englifh Parliament. Molineux, that great defender of the independence of his 
country, whofe happinefs, in his opinion, as I fhall fhew hereafter, would have 
been beft effeéted by an Union, does not reit his vindication of the rights of his 
country upon fo ridiculous a polition—He fays, ‘ it is abfurd to fancy kingdoms 
aré {eparate and diftingt, merely from their geographical di/findfion of territories ; 
kingdoms become diftin® by di/tind jurifdiclions, and authorities legiflative and 
extcutive.’ He refers his propofition expreisly to the fituation of Great Britain and 
Ireland; he faw a much greater likelihood of oppofition to an Union, from the 
miflaken pride of England, than any imaginary will of the Deity, to be collected 
from his works. Having fhewn {feveral inftances from records of reprefentatives 
from this countty ferving in Parliament in England, in the reigns of Edward the 
Fir and Edward the Third; and it appearing that Ireland had been bound by 
laws made in fuch Parliament, he fays, * if, from thefe laft mentioned records it 
be concluded, that the Parliament of England may bind Ircland, it mult be 
allowed that the people of Ireland ought to have their reprefentative in the Parlia- 
ment of England ;’ and this, ‘ I believe,’ fays Molineux, * we fhould be willing 
enough to embrace, but this is an happinefs we can hardly hope for.’ I have 


_ tranfcribed his words exaétly. If Molineux, the warm and enlightened advocate 


ot the liberties of Ireland, had feen, in this dreaded game of Union, * the annili- 
lation of our Paliament, the fubverfion of our Conftitution, the depopulation of 
our metropolis, and the converfion of the kingdom into one vat barrack ;’ if he 
had difcovered in this meafure his fellow citizens reduced to an * humiliated, de- 
graded, and difcontented people,’ would he have defcribed it as an offer we fhould 
very willingly embrace, but as ahappinels we could not hope to obtain ? Weuld 
he have thus ftated it, if it had appeared to him as only calculated to continue 
* religious difcontents, jealoufies and difturbances, ufurrettions, and, perhaps, 
tebeliions,’ for fuch had exifted in his time. He thought very differently from 
the politicians of this day---a due reprelentation of this country in the Brituh Par- 
liament, one King, one Legiflature, was to him a conlurnmation devoutly 
to be wifhed, though he thought it not withio the {cope of seafonable expec 
tation.” Pp. 19---23. 
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The author adverts to the obje¢tions raifed againft the Union of 
Scotland with England, and more particularly to thofe of the well. 
known and truly-refpectable Mr. Fletcher, of Salton, which, ftrong 
as they were, and, in theory, even juft, have, by experience, been 
proved to be futile and groundlefs : he alfo quotes fome obfervations 
of De Foe, on the oppofition to the Scottifh Union, between which, 
and the oppofition to the Irifh Union, there is fo ftriking a refemblance, 
that we cannot forbear to quote it, as, at once, curious and intereft. 
ing; and, with this quotation, we muft conclude our account of a 
tract, which contains much valuable matter, much acute reafonin 
and much political wifdom, It is, indeed, one of the very few 
tracts wiibiees yet appeared on this queftion that deferves to out. 
live the occafion that gave birth to them, and to be preferved as 
replete with information and reflections of general utility.— 


“* The oppofition which this meafure met with in Scotland, was as virulent and 
ill-founded as any which is likely to occur in this kingdom ; there have exifted, 
and there will at times exift, in every community, men whole interolt, and whofe 
paflions, are at variance with the fober and rational intereft of their country--- 
great and, in many initances, malignant oppofition was given to the Scottifh 
Union. The Jacobite of that day was nearly as hoitie to the intereft of the united 
kingdoms as the Jacobin of this. There is this in common between them ; that, 
as the deftruction of our prelent conftitution, through the means of a French 
invafion, was the favourite meafure to which the efforts of the ager were 
diretted ; fo the fame end, through the fame means, conftitutes the fond hope 
of the Jacobin now ; with this view, the Jacobite of Scotland refifted an Union 
with England in his day; with the fame view the Jacobin of Ireland relitts 
it now. ;' 

* Itruft, however, the future hiftorian of thefe times will record the complctionof 
this meafure in nearly the fame terms ufed by the hiltorian of the Scottifh Union ; they 
are fo appofite to many circuinflances which have taken place, and are likely {ull 
to take place in the progre(s of this bufinefs here, that I cannot forbear to trantogi¢ 
them ; {peaking of the paffing of the firft article, he fays,* * It was on this happy 
day, the firit article of the Union was paffed in Parliament, after infinite ftruggles, 
clamour, railing, and tumults of a party, who, however they endeavoured to 
engage the honeit fcrupulous part of the people with them, yet gave this difcovery 
of the principles of their own atings, in that there was an entire conjunction of 
the moit oppolite factions in this particular ;+ and the very difcovery of this 
opened the cyes of a great many people, who, in tke fimplicity of their hearts, 
had joined in oppofition to an Union; but when they faw the tendency of things, 
and whither it led; when they faw the fociety they were going to embark with, 
when they faw the enemies of a Proteftant {ct tlement, all engaged, and tho/e very 
people who had filled the land with the groans of oppreffon, and the cries of blood, 
coming to join hands with them, againit an Union with England ; when they faw, 
to fhun an Union with Chriftians, they were of neceflity to come to an Union 
with devils, men that had transformed themfelves into the very infernal nature, and 
vifibly a¢ted from principles, inthis particular diabolical, in that they intended to 
erett the abfolute fubjeCtion of the nation to the luft and unbounded appetites of 
lawless tyrants; when they faw thefe things fo plainly, we then found an alteration, 
and the bef, moft thinking, and moft judicious people, begun firlt to op and confides, 
and afterwards wholly to withdraw from the party, and the clamour of the people, 
as if come to a crifis, began not to be as univerial, but to abate ; and the more it 
did fo, the more the /ecre?¢ party, which lay at the bottom of all*the reft, began 
appear and diftinguifh themielves.’ It is {carcely poffible to imagine language more 
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* “ De Foe's Hiftory of the Union,” Pp. 244-5 
+ “ The Jacobite, Prelatic, and Popith intercits.” 
applicable 
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plicable to the prefent crifis, the fame clamour and railing, the fame conjun@ion of 


the mot oppofite factions, the fame mifleading of the honeft and ferupulous part of the 
people, a Similiar téndency in all their endeavours to a feparation from England, the 
perfect picture of the Jacobin who had filled the land with the groans of oppref- 
fion, and the cries of blood; the fame confequence of an Union with devils, if 
the prefeng Union with Chriftians be rejeéted, the fame infernal attempt to fubmit 
the nation to the luft and unbounded appetite of lawlefs tyrants. It is impoflible 
not to recognize, in thefe traits, the Jacobin and his French idol, May the iffue 
be fimilar! may fuch defigns be defeated, and this country and England become 
one and incdiloluble!’ Pp. 29g-—32. 


The queftion of the competence of the Irifh Parliament to affent to 
an Union, and the powers of Parliament in general, are very ably 
difcuffed in Pp. 37, e¢ feg. and the obfervations refpecting the advan. 
tages to be derived from an Union, by the commercial intereft in the 
filter kingdom, are placed in a very ftrong, and, at the fame time, a 
novel, point of view, in P. 47, and from thence to the end of the tract, 
and are particularly deferving of attention. Indeed we fcruple not 
to fay, that this, upon the whole, is the moft able production that 
we have yet {cen in the courfe of the prefent controverfy, 

In reviewing thefe tracts upon the aie, we have acted more as 
political, than as ‘iterary, critics, and have, confequently, been lefs 
attentive to beauty of compofition than to importance of matter ; 
have preferred fubftance to form, and ftrength of argument to har. 
mony of ftyle: and fuch is the courfe which we mean to purfue in 
our future review of articles of this ore to which, during the 
agitation of the momentous queftion of incorporation, we propofe 
to appropriate a particular department of our work. ‘There is one 
grofs error remarkable in the compofitions of Irifh writers, with 
very few exceptions ; we mean, the frequent fubftitution of wil] and 
avould, for /aall and /bould, which not only tends to pervert the 
fenfe of the paragraph, but, in many cafes, to convey a fignification 
directly the reverfe of that which the author wifhed to exprefs. Very 
little attention will fuffice to correct this error; and, as the pro- 
duttions of Irifhmen are likely to be much read by Englifhmen, to 
whofe eggs it is peculiarly offenfive, we may be allowed to exprefs a 
hope that fu@& attention will henceforth be paid. 
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Art. I. An Oblique View of the Grand Confpiracy againft 
Social Order, &. 


(Concluded from P. 79.) 


OME apt fpecimens of the found principles and critica- 

fidelity of the Critical Reviewers, who, fince the eftah 

dlifhment of ¢his work, -; the favourable reception whic 
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it has experienced from the only part of the community, 
whofe good opinion we are anxious to acquire, have thought 
it prudent to affume the mafk of moderation, were exhibited 
in the copious extracts which we made from the pamphlet be- 
fore us in our Jaft number. We fhall nuw proceed to give fome 
farther fpecimens of the fame kind, and alfo avail ourfelves 
of the opportunity here afforded us for difplaying the princi- 
ples of the Afonthly Reviewers, and the objeét of their labours, 
in a true light.—Our good friend, Perer PorcuPing, is 
thus alias from the fury of thefe critical harpies. 


“¢ In the Critical Review upon that celebrated work, Thoughts 
on the Emigration of Dr. Priefiley,’ the critique is throughout re. 
lete with the molt illiberal animadverfions, grounded, the Reviewers 
fay, upon the abufe beftowed by Mr. Cobbett upon (their friend) 
the Dotior ; now the fact is, Mr. C. in his pamphlet only beftowed 
a gentle flagellation upon one of the moft ales writers that ever 
ditgraced the annals of literature, who receited no more than his 
ftrict due in the meafure he had fo frequently meted out to others, 
tor the Do&tor even made a merit of /ea/oning his controverfial writ- 
ings with perfonal abufe ; and was not afhamed to make fuch men as 
Beattie,* Ofwald,t and Balguy, t—Objetts of his effrontery and vi- 
rulence, men as far fuperior to the Dottor’s little fophiftic meannefs 
as their integrity was to his abominable maxims of expediency. 
But if it had not been fo, ought the Judges in a Court of Litera- 
ture to have difgraced themfelves through the fervour of their party 
zeal, to a level with any contemptible ee i {cribbler? The truth 








* « Tf arrogance and infolence be an indication of pride, Dr. Beattie, 
has no fmall fhare of it, though it may hitherto have efcaped his own 
fearch. Modett Dr. P——~’s examination of Reid, Beattie, &c. 
Pr. 26.”” 

+ «As to Dr. Ofwald,whom I have treated with the an _ ae 
the difguit his writings gave me was fo great, that I could not poflibly 
fhew him more refpect. Indced I think him in general not entitled 
to a grave anfwer, and accordingly have, for the moft part contented 
myfelf with exhibiting his fentiments without replying to them at 
all. Modeft Dr. P ’s Examination of Reid, Beattie, &c. Pp. 26.” 

~ * What mutt people think to fee thofe who are appointed to in- 
ftruct them in the principles of religion and morality, folemnly fub- 
fcribing to articles of faith which they are known to difbelieve and 
abhor ; and who, among the clergy that read and think at all, are fup- 
pofed to believe one third of the thirty-nine articles of the church 
of England? I have fo good an opinion of Dr, Balguy’s coop 
seNse, notwithftanding the futility of this performance, as to think it 
is athoufand to one but that he himfelf is an unbeliever in many of 
them, Pricitley on birt Principles, p, 214.’’ 
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is this, Mr. C. in the pamphlet before us, appears to be a genuine 
chriftian, a zealous patriot, a true philanthropift, and an able man, 
Their partiality tothe Dottor’s principles is, in this inftance, obvious. 
I fupport my affertion by an appeal to their own difyraceful language. 
¢ We have probably beltowed more attention upon this pamphlet than 
it may be thought to deferve. It is certain that, in point of fcur. 
rility, falfehood, impudent and unfounded affertion, the author puts 
all competition at defiance, 
* None but himfelf could be his parallel.’ 


Anda pamphlet which no good man could read without complete dif. 
guit, might have been difimiffed with the brevity of contempt.’ 

«This, depend upon it, is all hecaufe Mr. Cobbett is a vigorous op. 
pofer of the grand con/piracy ; and, as far as can be determined from 
his writings, a truly, good, and honeft man:* So much, however, 
for the candour and impartiality of this Review: we come now to 
its weracity, € It is ftill, however, neceflary to add, (continue the 
Reviewers,) that although it is faid to be printed at Philadelphia, 
there’are circumftances which induce us to believe that that country 
has not the d//grace of producing its author, From internal evidence, 
from the oceafional affected turgidity, yet general vulgarity and pe. 
tulance of the ftyle, from the total difregard to decency and liberality, 
from the redundance of unqualified affertions, and the unblufhing logie 
that deduces pofitive conclufions from known falfchoods, we do not 
hefitate to afcribe it to the pricking of that #:lette, which has more 
than once been employed to confute men’s principles by ftabbing their 
charatters.’ 

“© Now I honeftly declare I have my reafons for believing this 
whole paragraph a defigned falfchood, fabricated for the fole purpofe of 
emitting party rancour and ftudied abufe, with the uncharitable de. 
fign of prejudicing, and that in the moft unfair manner, -the public 
mind againft this incomparable pamphlet ; and they are, firft, that J 
believe the courage of the Critical Reviewers, and the gains which 
this review produces, (fo fond are the people of purchafing the moft 
deleterious poifon from quacks of all defcriptions,) to be fuch, that I 
ain fully convinced, they dur/? not have hazarded /uch an attack upon 
Such aman, if they had not been tempted to ran the rifque from the 
fallacious hope that they were fafe in point of difance from the keen 
ftrokes of his vigorous pen. 

*€ And in the fecond place it is obfervable, that an artifice, fimilarly 
mean, is made ufe of to difcredit the ftriking confeffion of Mr. Watt, 
made with eternity full in view.—It is, however, pleafant to think 
that low cunning is not unfrequently defeated by the meannefs of its 





——— 


* That Mr. Cobbett really is, what this writer from his publi- 
cations fuppofes him to be, we can vouch, from authority that cane 
not be queftioned.—ReviEwER. 
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own artifices ; and it is highly probable that an abufed public will, 
ere long, know as well to determine the degree of credit due to the af. 
fertions of this Review, as they have already been taught to do to thofe 
nefarious, diurnal, and weekly journals, which have long been as cer. 
tainly doing the drudgery of the confpirators, as they have been 
diftributed by them throughout the kingdom in an xau/ual fecret 
way. 

‘« Itis, indeed, comfortable to a contemplative mind, friendly to 
the human race, accuftomed to dwell long ‘and often upon its own 
family forrows, as well as the miferies of the wretched emigrants, to 
obferve the eyes of the nation at length completely open to the dan. 
gers with which it was menaced ; and to notice the tide of opinion, 
too long diverted by fa¢tion from its natural courfe, fetting in fo 
Rrongly againft the confpirators, that England our native country, 
amidft not only the wreck of Empires, but Social Order itfelf, pro. 
mifes fair, furrounded alas! by ruins, to continue the land of, RE. 


LIGION, LIBERTY, COMMERCE, and AFFLUENCE. 


MONTHLY BEVIEW, 


«¢ We advert now to the Montuiy Review—in which the cri. 
tique upon the Confiderations on the Proclamation of Governors, 
&c. (which appears to have been the production of one of the i//u. 
minati abroad) runs thus: ‘ We with the Axfrian and Prufian 
troops could read thefe confiderations, many of them might thereby 
have their eyes opened to the ixiguitous defigus of their arbitrary 
Leaders, and might be induced to lay down their arms. ‘Then much 
blood might be faved, the thedding of which, however ca/mly it may 
be confidered by Kings* and Princes, muft deeply afflict the feeling 
mind of every good man, and fincere chriftian, even if the caufe ot 
liberty* fhould ultimately prevail, and much more if the caxfe of 
fravery fhould be ¢r:umphant.t’ 

“© The latter fentiments in this quotation, and the drefs in which 
they appear are fo exactly analogous to thofe found in a Faft Sermon 
which I had before occafion to examine, that I hefitate not in attri- 
buting them to the fame hand, and this leads me to recolle¢t an af- 
fertion which I frequently heard fome time ago—that the two 
Fathers of the unfaithful were mean enough to practice a low mode 
of deception upon a generous but unwary public, by reviewing each 
others eworks tor the vile purpofe of giving them an unmerited cele. 
brity ; but I had ne conception before I entered upon this examina- 
tion, that this was a general fyitcmatic plan a¢ted upon by all the 


—_ 





* #* « The reader will clearly find in the above extract, Liperty 
and Kinos placed in dirett oppofition to each other—is any thing 
further neceflary to prove the Monthly Review decidedly RE- 
PUBLICAN?” 

+ Monthly Review, Vol. IX. pr. 99. 7 
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Reviewers, in this abominable fcheme, with the moft diabolic of all 
defigns.—I am now, however, convinced, that it is not impoflible for 
thefe Aovourable men even fometimes to review their own dear pre- 
cious morfels, to gratify their predominant vanity, and give a deadly 
influence to the poifon they collected at W ton and H———y, 
with the benevolent purpofe of treating us with fuch a difh of liberty 
as is ferved up for their conftituents by the prefent rulers of France. 

«¢ With regard to the farther connections of this Review with the 
confpirators, the artful manner in which it endeavours to laugh the 
people out of their well-grounded fears of the confpiracy, is very 
much to our purpofe. In their critique upon the Correfpondence of 
the Revolution Society in London, with the National Affembly, &c. 
they begin, ‘ What impudent rogues thefe members of the Revolu- 
tion Society muft be! after being convicted by Mr. Burke, of having 
engaged in a confpiracy with the enemies of their country, ‘ fora 
purpofe nothing fhort of fubverting the whole conftitution of Great- 
Britain ;’ they have the effrontery not only to avow, but jultify, their 
wicked plot, and to publith their correfpondence in the face of day !— 
From this correfpondence it appears that the members of a vile fac. 
tion at home, have combined with a faétion no lefs vile abroad ; and 
that they have mutually bound themfelves, by the moft folemn pro- 
mifes and declarations, to expofe, by every argument in their power, 
and to ufe their utmoit influence in difcountenancing all tyranny, cor« 
ruption, bribery, intolerance, war, and bloodthed, in their refpeCtive 
countries ; from which it is manifeit, if they fucceed in their daring 
attempts, that three very avctent and notuble crafts, viz. that of the 
Politician, that of the Prieft, and that of the Warrior, are in no 
{mall degree of being fet at. naught—Such is the evil brought to 
light, &c. &c.’ 

“© This I conceive to bean artful mode ofdoing mifchief; it has, how. 
ever, fo happened, that time has fufficiently developed the defigns of 
the reformers in France and Ireland; and, confequently, the artifices 
of the Review, in endeavouring to conceal them in England till the 
plot was executed, ftand in this inftance completely expofed ; nor is 
their approbation of the grand confpiracy lefs obvious both from the 
ftyle of their critique’and its declarations. We find, indeed, in this 
Review, many excellent fentiments, as we generally do in the moft 
diabolical performances, for vice itfelf is always adminiftered wath a 
mixture of apparent good to make it for a moment lovely. We find 
likewife a great deat of fpecious fophiftry, which the limits pre- 
{cribed to our pen allow us not to expofe in the manner we could 
wilh ; we muft, therefore, reft contented with having fuggefted at leatt 
a few particular modes of examination, by which the Union may be 
as affuredly traced through a certain defcription of Britith Literature, 
as through the affemblage of United Irith, who have publithed the 
difgracetul duplicity of Britifh Senators, in the ftrong language of 
infurrection and rebellion. 

“OF the Mew Annual Regifter it is fafficient to intimate that the 
tcader will find the fame opinions in politics 2ppreved, and the fame 
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faéts endeavoured to be fubftantiated in hiftory, as he has already 
found in the Untow Reviews; and as he may likewife find in every 

blication iffuing from the fame contaminated fource. It is, I think, 
an indubitable fact, (1 take Doétor Prieftley in part for my autho. 
rity,) that a hoft of writers has been for years fyitematically ar. 
ranged to fap the foundations of fociety, and undermine chrittianity, 
for the exprefs purpofe of overturning the Britith Conftitution, (many 
of them educated, as I hinted above, with this intent,) fome in novels, 
fome in plays» fome in poetry of various fhapes and fizes; and that 
their publications have been deffeminated with a fedulity unparalleled 
in any other other age of the world: that pocket-books, newfpapers, 
and hand-bills, have been made the vehicles of fedition through the 
land ; nay, that metaphyfics, law, hiftory, religion, and all kinds 
of literature, have been artfully contaminated with the principles of 
treafon and rebellion; and from this I think it is evident, that a 
fcheme exactly fimilar to that defcribed by Robifon as exiftent in Ger. 
many, by Baruel as extant in France, is vigoroufly proceeding 
againft our beft interefts. 

‘« This being the cafe, it is undoubtedly the duty of every literary 
and religious chara¢ter, who has no hand in this infidious bufinefs, im. 
mediately to rally round the conftitutional banners, to make a com. 
mon caufe in defence of religion and real liberty. If it is a duty to 
refift every attempt at enflaving the body, it can be no lofs fo to refit 
that fyftem, the object of which is to enflave the mind: if the con. 
{pirators have clandeftinely endeavoured to monopolize an influence 
over the bookfellers and literature in gencral, by means of: the Re- 
views, our firft ftep is to attack thefe publications, and remove all 
prejudices in their favour as foon as poffible from the public minds, If 
they have introduced thefe periodical works into the public libraries 
inftituted for the purpofe, with a view of gradually overturning right 
principles, let us ufe our endeavours to countera¢t this intention in the 
moft effectual way, that every independent man coming out as a writer 
may once more be affured of a fair and candid hearing ; and fince in 
thefe times religion is evidently made a mafk, particularly amongft the 
diffenters, for the worft of purpofes, let the more truly religious re- 
flect, that fince the facility of procuring books has become general, 
and the practice of reading much more univerfal than it ufed to be, 
Jet the truly religious, I fay, confider that the duty of a chriftian mi- 
nifter no longer confilts ov/y in addreffing his audiences frequently upon 
the ever important fubje¢ts of the gofpel from the pulpit, for it is af- 
furedly in thefe awful and critical times his abfolute duty, if pof- 
feffed of abilities for the conflict, to attack the infidel in his ftrong 
holds of literature, with the torch of manly reafon in one hand, and 
the word of God in the other ; he will, thus armed, foon find the ene- 
my’s entrenchments imaginary like the’ enchanted caftles of old; of 
tranfitory like the mountains which are compelled by omnipotence to 
fice before the ftrong faith of areal chriftian: but if we negleé to ad- 
minifter the antidote from the prefs as well as from the roftrum, the 
poilcn, which has already been fo artfully infefed by a namelefs va- 
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riety of publications, and repeated over and over in almoft every pof. 
fible form through the medium of the Reviews, will infinuate itfelf in 
fecret; and we fhall have the melancholy reflection, upon obferving 
unwary minds mifled into error, to enhance our forrow that, in preach. 
ing only, we have negleGed one half of our obvious duty to pres 
erve them from it. 

 Tcall, then, upon every individual whofe confcience preferves its 
integrity, and, who has had the fortitude in thinking for himfelf to 
refit the artifices by which he has been befieged, to take his ftand indi- 
vidually in the ranks which have already ftepped forward in oppo- 
fition to this nefarious fcheme, and that immediately ; and where op. 
portunity offers, let combinations be entered inta to oppofe the mon- 
ftrous attempts: let every honeft man feel himfelf bound no longer in 
any way to encourage or circulate publications evidently in the inte. 
tercit of the grand con/piracy againtt religion, liberty, and property : 
let him be warned by the example of France, and let him prefs that 
example upon the minds of the ingenuous who have been mifled, as 
containing a clear, pra¢tical, and explicit anfwer to the fophiftry, po. 
litical, metaphyfical, legal, and moral, by which their unwary minds 
have been unhappily darkened. ‘The experiment has been actually 
tried, which thefe boafters called for in oppofition to the declared 
opinions of men of greater depth of thought ; and the refult is fairly 
known to be POLITICAL DESTRUCTION.” 


The fentiments of this writer fo perfeétly correfpond with 
our own, that we have nothing to add to them but the ex- 
preflion of an earneft with, that his admonitions will meet 
with that attention to which, from the importance of their 
object, they are fo unqueftionably entitled. In the’ prefent 
ftate of the focial world, if every individual be not aé?ive in 
his exertions for the prefervation of fociety from the greateft 
curfes that were ever permitted to affliét mankind, its only 
fupport, religion, morals, and good government, muft inevi- 
tably be {wept away by the overwhelming torrent of atheifm, 
immorality, and anarchy, which has already laid wafte a very 
confiderable part of the continent of Europe. 


ee 





Art. II, Gifford’s Second Letter to Erfhine, &e. 
(Concluded from Pp. 682, Vol. I.) 


E now come to confider thofe miftatements of Mr. Er- 
fkine which are clafled, by his antagonift, under the 

charge of infidelity. 
‘After commenting, in your own manner, on the efforts of 
Mefirs. Fox and Grey, in the winter of 1793, to perfuade the 
King to difgrace himfelf and his ae by efpoufing the caufe od 
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the regicide faftion at Paris, you obferve, that * his Majefty’s mini. 
fters, on the a1ft of January, with greater fincerity than has in gee 
neral charaéterized their proceedings, boldly and plainly avowed the prin. 
ciple on which the war had been begun, and was to be profecuted, 
viz. To oppofe that wife and deftrudiive fyftem of rapine, anarchy, in- 
prety, and irreligion, the effects of which, as they had been manifefled 
in France, furnifhed a dreadful, but ufeful, leffon to the prefent age and 
pofterity.’(v. 6g) This is, indifputably, the moft garbled and fall. 
fied quotation that the advocate of any party ever ventured to bring 
forward in the field of difputation. And you have the mo. 
defty to affirm, that ‘this declaration of minilters directly refuted 
their own unfounded affertion, that the war had proceeded from France.’ 
(v.70.) I will endeavour to enable the public to decide what credit 
is due to your affirmations; and if the expofure of the moft grofs 
perverfion can raife a blufh on the cheek of a partifan, yours fhall be 
tinged with the dye of fhame. The whole pailage of the King’s 
Speech, of which you have profeiled to give a part, is as follows: 
¢ My Lords and Gentlemen—In all your deliberations, you will un- 
Saisheetly bear in mind the true grounds and origin of the war. 

¢ AN ATTACK WAS MADE ON US, AND ON OUR ALLIES, foun 
ded on principles which tend to deftroy all property, to fubvert the laws 
and religion of every civiltzed nation, and to introduce univerfally that 
wild andl deftrudtive fuftem, Sc. Sc. Ge. 

‘* Here the reader will perceive that, fo far from any thing likea 
refutation of the juft affirmation that the war proceeded from France, 
the King exprelsly aflerts that our enemies were the aggreflors, 
What you mean by obierving, that not a word is faid in the Speech 
* upon the footing of territory and conquett, although Mentz had 
been recaptured, and foon after Valenciennes, Condé, and Quef- 
noy taken, and although Holland had been delivered from an ime 
pending imvation,’ I cannot divine. The faé is, that the Speech, 
at the very outfet, particularly mentions the recovery of the Ne- 
therlands, the recapture of Mentz, and the prefervation of Holland. 
His Majefty alfo (after regretting the neceilary continuance of the 
war) fays, he fhouldall confult the effential interefts of his people, 
if he were defirous of peace on any grounds but fuch as may pro- 
vide for their permanent fafety, and for the independence and fecurily 
of Europe. At muft farther be remembered, that the King then 
pon to lay before Parliament a copy of his declaration of Otto 

ry 1793, which contains all the grounds of the war fully difcuffed. 

** In your extreme anxiety to degrade the government in the eyes 
of the nation, you reprefent the minifters as ‘ afhking for peace, but 
afeing for it tn vain ;’ (er. 72) which isa dire& confeflion, that the 
continuance of the war is not to be imputed as a fault to them; 
confeilion which totally deftroys the effect of all the latter part of 
your pamphlet.” 


This is a fpecimen of fuppreffion— 


“* As any attempt at compreflion would be an att of injuftice te 
you, 1 {hall quote the pafiage in your own language: * As the anal 
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chy of France was tn @ manner admitted to be at an end, what was to 
come next? A government capable of maintaining the relations of 
amity? No! this conclufion would have been too rapid a motion to- 
wards a negociation. We were therefore told ¢ That the diflraéion 
and anarchy which had prevailedin France had led toa crifts, of 
which tt was as yet impofible to forefee the iffue ; but which, in all hu- 
man probability, mujft produce confequenees highly important .to the in- 
terefis of Europe.’ This bold and penetrating declaration led the 
way, as might be expeéted, to the old necefity of profecuting the war 
with vigour and alacrity, vp. 82.’ Here you have again garbled the 
King’s Speech, quoting only fuch part of it as would fuit the pur- 
pole of mifreprefentation, and feparating it from that which would 
tend to elucidate the polition, and fupply the means of confuting 
your argument. If that were not your objeét, why did you fupprels 
the paflage that immediately follows ? It is this ; ‘ fhould this crifis 
terminate in any order of things compatible with the sho wet of 
other countries, and affording a reafonable expettation of fecurity 
and permanence in any treaty which might be concluded, the appear- 
ance of a difpofttion to negocrate for a general peace, on juft and fuit- 
able terms, would not fail to be met, onmy part, with an carneft defire 
to give it the fulleft and srerniest effect.’ here is policy at leaft 
in your fuppretlion of this paflage, becaufe it nearly overturns all 
your reafoning on the fubjeét, and certainly difplays your cen{ure of 
minifters for not advifing his Majefty to conned the communication of 
this important event (the eftablifhment of the new conftitution in 
France) with the profpeét of immediate peace in a moft aukward point 
of view.” 

It is impoffible in a Review to exhibit every fpecimen of 
want of candour and impartiality detected by Mr. Gifford. 
He clearly difproves Mr. Erfkine’s affertions, relative to the 
negociation at Paris, by a verification of dates ; and exhibits 
the perfidy of the French who had prepared Hoche’s armament 
at Breit, while the treaty was depending, and which failed 
again{t [reland before Lord Malmefbury’s difmiffal. 

Even the Analytical Review has not the effrontery to affert 
that Mr. G. has deteéted no inaccuracy in Mr. Erfkine’s dates, 
(Vol. XX VI. p. 2g0) for a few days are fhewn to be more than 
S1x months in one place, and fix weeks inanother. This pam- 
phlet well merits the perufal of every reader, that occafionally 
affociates with the admirers of Mr. Erfkine, or boafts of the 
extraordinary abilities of the rhetorical and pathetic barrifter, 
or his incontrovertible arguments. His View is proved to be 
partial, his reafoning inconclufive, his ftatements inaccurate, 
his language puerile; and his Caufes and Confequences of the Var 
are afcribed to falfe affumptions, and deduced from iallacious 
principles. 

The loyalty loan has been fo-much vilified, and the friends 
of government fo much aff perfed for demanding juftice from the 
Houfe of Commons, that we are happy to find a champion 
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ftep forth to vindicate their condu& from the malignity with 
which difaffeéted men have aflailed them. 

Whoever reads thefe pages will be convinced that, fo far 
from deferving reproach for felfifhnefs, they afforded the moft 
incontrovertible proofs of public fpirit. The difcuffion of this 
interefting topic is to be found from Pp. 57 to 64. The author 
has himfelf taken the trouble to review the Reviewers’ accounts 
of his publication, and we fhall extra& his review of the 
Monthly Reviewer, as a fpecimen of his {kill in this branch of 
criticifm. 

The Montury Review (for July, 1797.) 

“ A ffeftation and hypocrify, fays Mr. G. (r. 170) which the re. 

finement of modern philofophy has dignified with the equivocal ap- 

ellation of Liberality and moderation, are not the weapons of tRuTi. 
Under the influence of this principle, in its utmoft lautude, the 

refent publication appears to have been written. It is vioLenr,* 
aoe al and abufive; yet wiTHOUT Force, fatire, or humour, 
It concludes with this paragraph: * A firm determination to {ufler 
no impofition to be praftifed upon the public, in a point of fuch 
extreme importance to the nation, and a wifh to dilplay the con- 
duét of your party in a proper point of view, led me to fubmit, in 
a ftate of health but ill-calculated for mental exertion of any kind, 
to the trouble of perufing your tratt and expofing its defects. To 
ufe your own language—Thele confiderations induced me to travel 
through one of the moft dull, deipicable, and miferable perform. 
ances that ever I had been doomed to read.’ 

* And this is called critici{m !! ! God help the poor nation whofe 
literary tafte is to be direéted by fuch critics as thefe. I was once 
fo unfortunate as to incur the commendation of thefe gentlemen, and, 
ftrange as it may appear, for a political tra€t wriiten on the very 
fame fubjeft as that which is here fo unmercifully treated, contain. 
ing arguments founded on the very fame data, enforcing the very 
fame principles, and having the very fame objeé and end !—But, 

Quid refert diftis ignofcat Mucius, an non? 


I cannot be very anxious to court the praife, or to avert the cenfure, 
of men, who can clafs the author of the book ‘ on Political Juftice’ 
and of ¢ The Enquirer,’ whofe objet appears to be to reverie the ad- 
monition of Saint Paur, and to render every man dilcontented 
with his lot, among the benevolent philofaphers and enlightened refore 
mers of the age; and who can reprefent our public feminaries of 


education ¢ as initiatory fchools of vice."’+ 
[The 


* & Violence, force; violent, forcible, ating with ftrength.’ John- 
fon.---To be forcdle without force is a talent which I was not con{ci- 
ous of poffetiing ; thank ye, fapient critics, for the difeovery !”’ 

+ “See Monthly Review for July 1797---Pp. 293, 294.---One 
mode by which thele potent figniors frequently fhew their appro- 
bation or diflike of a publication is by accelerating or retarding theiz 
review 
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Defcription of the Nelfonian Medal. 2I3 


[The great length to which our review of Irith publications 
neceflarily extended the firft department of our work, renders 
4 material abridgement of the fecond, (certainly not the leaft 
important) wholly unavoidable. We fhall be particularly 
careful, however, not to lofe fight of the grand object of de- 
tecting every endeavour to diffufe jacobinical principles, through 
the medium of Reviews ; and to fuffer nothing to efcape our 
notice that calls for expofure ; invariably regulating the length 
of each divifion of our work by the quantum of materials with 
which we {hall be fupplied. | 


~ MISCELLANIES. 


DESCRIPTION 


F the Medal struck by ALEXANDER DAVISON, Esq. as a 

Tribute of his Respect for LORD NELSON, and the 

OFFICERS and MEN who served in the Fleet under His Lord- 
ship's Command on the First of August, 1798. 


THE OBVERSE 
Represents the allegorical Figure HOPE, with the Emblem 
proper, standing on a rugged’ Rock, with an Olive Branch in her 
Right Hand, and supporting, by her Left Arm, the Profile of 
LORD NELSON, on a Medallion, to which she is pointing with 
her Forefinger.—HOPE is crowned with Oak and Laurel, and 
the Motto to the Medallion is “* EUROPE’S HOPE AND 
BRITAIN’S GLORY.”—These Words express the real Feelings of 
the surrounding Nations, and the Boast of this happy Island. 

THE LEGEND. 

“ REAR ADMIRAL LORD NELSON OF THE NILE.” 

THE REVERSE 
Represents the Frencnu Fuerr at Anchor in the Bay of Aboukir, 
and the Bririsw Firer advancing tothe Attack—The fortified 
Islands in the Enemy's Van—The Four Frigates that were moored 
Within the Line to cover their Flank—and the Gun-Boats near the 
Islands—The Setting Sun—The Coast of Egypt—The Mouth of 
the Nile—and the Castle of Aloukir. 

THE LEGEND, 
“ ALMIGHTY GOD HAS BLESSED HIS MAJESTY’'S ARMS.” 

Beneath the View, 

« VICTORY OF THE NILE,” 
AUGUST 1, 1798.” 
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review of it. Thus Mr. Ersxtxez’s pamphlet appeared in the 
middle of March ; and, on rue First oF Arait, with ominous 
aR cee the Monthly Reviewers proclaimed him to be equal, 
in political wildom, to the fages of Greece and Rome! Whereas my 
unfortunate anfwer, which appeared in the following month, wa 


hot configned to infamy till the firlt of Auguft!” 
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Mr. Davifon, the gentleman who ftruck this beautiful Medal, js, 
we underftand, appointed by Lord Nelfon, and the Officers under 
his Lordfhip’s command, the fole Agent for the fale of the French 
fhins of war taken at the memorable action that was tought in the 
bay of Aboukir, on the firtt of Auguft, 1793. 

The manner in which Mr. Davifon has expretied to Lord Nelfon, 
and tothe Officers and Men under his Lordthip’s command, his re- 
{pect for the confidence they have placed in:him, as well as his ad- 
miration of the unparalleled glory that this incomparable victory 
has added to our national character and honour, is not only perfectly 
novel, but highly praifeworthy and commendable. 

The defign is elegant, appropriate, and expreflive ;—and attaches 
much merit to the perfon who conceived it. And however much 
allegory may be objected to by Medallifts, we cannot but exprets 
our decijed approbation of it in this inftance, and we have every 
reafon to think that Lord Nelion and all his officers and men will 
be highly pleated and fully gratified, at the method Mr. Davifon 
has taken to thew his refpect for their confidence, and his admira- 
tion of the moit refplendent and decilive victory that ever was 
objained. 

‘he die has been engraved, and the Medal ftruck, under the 
direction of Mr. Boulton, of Soho, near Birmingham, to whom, as 
well as to the artift he has employed on this occafion, much credit 
is due.—All that we thall add upon this pleafing fubjeét is, that we 
truft thofe who have not been fo fortunate as to obtain the pol 
feffion of a Medal, will be highly gratified with the impreilian and 
‘defcription we have here given of it. The noble Admiral, and all 
the officers and men who ferved in the fleet under his Lordthip’s 
command, are each of them to be prefented witha Medal. ‘Thote 
deftined for the Admiral and Captains are of gold. Thofe for ‘the 
Lieutenants and Officers who rank with them, are of filver, ‘Thote 
for the Warrant and inferior officers, are of copper gilt—and thote 
tor the men are of copper bronzed. 





To the Editor of the Antr- Facobin Review and Magazine. 


SIR, London, Feb. 13, 1799 
{N the Anti-Jacobin of laft month (Pp. 97) you condefcended to 
j infert a letter from an unknown Correipondent ;* which is de- 
figned to impeach the veracity of the faéts which I have adduced in 
my pamphlet in order to criminate the Diffenters. Sir, I am not 
nauk inclined to noticeany thing of an anonymous nature, as | think 





oe oe —_—— 





* Mr. Rivers is miftaken, in fuppofing that the Correfpondent, 
to which he alludes, is an anonymous Corre{pondent, and unknown 
tous. The faét is, the name of the writer was fubfcribed to the 
Jetter (though we were not authorized to print it) with a fatisfactory 
reference, for character, to a gentleman of refpettability, a member 
of the Houle of Commons. We can affure Mr. Rivers, that G. is 
an antagonill not unworthy his notice. Reviewer, 
none 
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none but cowards, weak, or wicked men, would attack in that man- 
ner. But, Sir, as you have laid that weak and contemptible letter 
before the public, I feel it my duty to come forward and challenge 
this anonymous antagonift to point out one paragraph of that 
pamphlet, to feleét one fact contained in it, which he can fairly and 
openly prove, to the fatisfaétion of your readers, and of the public at 
large, to be falfe, oreven to bear the femblance of fallehood. 

Sir, the paflage pointed out by the writer of the letter, as being 
untrue, in every circumilance, Mr. Benjamin Flower excepted, 1s as 
atrocious a falfchood as even the father of lies could himfelf have 
fabricated. Who will deny that Godwin was a Diflenting Mini- 
fter at Stowmarket, and at Beaconsfield? That Gilbert Wakefield, 
after having abandoned the Church, mingled with the Diffenters, 
and, for a time, exercifed the office of a tutor in one of their prin- 
cipal feminaries ? Of the Analytical and Critical Reviewers, I 
could adduce many names to corroborate what I have faid, concern- 
ing them; and give me leave, Sir, to alk this fallacious writer, 
whether Dr, Grifiths, the proprietor and publifher of the Monthly 
Review, is not a Diffenter? I hope, Sir, until the Diflenters, or 
their agents, are able to bring forward fucls to counterbalance thofe I 
have brought forward, the public opinion wiil be firm and decided, 
that, as a body, they are, and ever-have been, enemies to the confti- 
tution. As tothe perional abufe with which they have endea- 
voured to overwhelm me, inftead of exciting my difpleafure, it 
ferves only to convince me of the weaknefs of their caule; and to 
raile my pity and contempt. 

My antwer, hereafter, to every anonymous {cribbler, fhall be, 
* what I have written, 1 have written.” 

I remain, Sir, yours, &c. 


DAVID RIVERS. 





——————— <_< _— — ——— se =) 


To the Editor of the Anti- Facobin Review and Ma azine. 
SIR, 


| iene induced to trouble you with a few plain remarks, from 
reading a letter in your laft excellent Review, figned G, at- 
tempting to juftify the political conduét of the Diflenters. 

I am very willing to give your Correfpondent credit for all he 
there afferts, which may chance to come within his own know- 
ledge, or perfonal obfervation, and I have as little hefitation in fay- 
ing, that he has been moft egregioufly deceived, or misinformed, 
when taught to believe, that the itinerant Diffenting preachers 
** vifit only hamlets where there are no churches, and thole villages 
chiefly where no clergyman refides, and that they.avoid thofe places 
where there are pious and zealous minifters in the Church,”’ 

Now, Sir, fo far from this being the real {tate of the cafe, the 
contrary is, in fome parts, notoriouily the faét, and many others of 
your conftant readers befides mytelf well know that, in feveral in- 
flances (in a county too, where I belicve the Clergy aremuch more 

continually 
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continually refident than in any other diocefe) thefe miffionaries are 
more diligent and aétive, the lefs their pious labours and « gra. 
tuitous” fervices are requifite.—It is, indeed, well known, b 

many of your readers, that theie preachers (whether Baptifls, or 
under whatever particular denomination of Non-conformifts, it 
matters little, perhaps,) {fo far from being a€tuated folely by the 
praile-worthy motive of “ inftruéting, reforming, and converting, 
the poor villagers,” will come occafionally into places where the 
parifhoners have every ecpportunity of being duly inftruéted, by 
very exemplary refident minifters, with the advantage of attending 
church, twice in the day, and at other times and feafons, appointed 
by our liturgy ; and that thefe declaimers (rather than have’ no 
hearers to fanétion their vifits) bring their congregation with them, 
and, if foiled in their view of increafing the number of profclytes, 
are then * glad to be oppofed,” for the fake of urging the old po« 

ular complaint ofbeing “ perfecuted for raghteoufne/s’ fake.”’ 

It is well known that cottages have been, and are now, licenfed 
for the purpole of * preaching,” whofe inhabitants have been 
{timulated and aiiployel by perions notorious for their difaffection 
towards the regular eftablifhments of this country; and the eafy 
mode in which thefe licenfes are obtained will, no doubt, much 
tend to increafe the number of them, efpecially fince the pafling 
that falutary A& of Parliament, entitled the Sedition Bill, by which 
the difficulty of difcufling politics publicly, or difleminating per- 
nicious principles, is neceifarily increafed. 

Perhaps other circumf{tances might be mentioned which would 

not alittle furprize your Correfpondent, G. He would poffibly 
exclaim, Credat Judeus ! or call it a grofs libel, were he told this 
truth, that even a MEMBER OF THE BRITISH PARLIAMENT, (a dif- 
ciple of the Hackney fchool,) has been an officious encourager of 
this * village picty,” and ftood forth, not very long fince, an 
avowed and zealous {upporter of one particular itinerant ‘ party,” 
to the chief of whom he (as I am informed) readily owned him({elf 
to be almofl a perfeét ftranger. 

Thefe very ferious confiderations, Sir, lead me to think much of 
what Mr. Rivers’s pamphlet ftates, to be well-founded. I ema 
little encouraged, likewife, in the belief, from a fermon of another 
Diffenting Minifter, preached at a meeting-houfe in Broad-ftreet, 
Jan. 1798, (Rev. J. Martin,) and which has brought down the 
vengeance of his hearers upon him.—So that, unul I fhall fee fome 
great part of what thele two minifters (of their own perfuafion too) 
have fet forth, clearly difproved, I fhall fee no fort of reafon that 
what your Review has advanced fhould be, in one tittle, retraéted,” 
as having been publifhed to the world upon mere “ prefumption.” 

Your Correfpondent G. docs allow, that there are many excellent 
men amongift the eftablifhed Clergy, though he qualifies his ‘* can- 
dour” in the very next words, adding, that there are fo many of a 
different ftamp as to make it highly neceflary Diffenters fhould lead 
their flocks for them into the right path. 

Iam willing, Sir, likewife, to do juftice to the charafter of the 
late Mr, Brewer, and others, who may have been mentioned ; ar 
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to bear teftimony, at the fame time, to the very wholefome dofrine 
of fuch men as Dr. Rees, Hunter, &c. But when he aifferts that 
thefe religious mectings are adopted for the purpole of “ attaching 

eople to government,” of exhorting them to attend divine wor~ 
fhip in their parith churches; and, that not only the King and fa- 
mily are prayed for, (all this is a mighty ealy matter,) but that the 
welfare of the Parochial Clergy ate ufual fubjetts of folemn inter- 
ceffion! I fay, when your Cortefpondent afferts this, (as generally 
done,) I muft be free to think that he is endeavouring to prove too 
much. Let him enquire in any market town, for inftance, or in the 
more private cabals even of villages, what is the chief converfation 
when bufinels is over) of farmers and others, who call them- 
{elves Diffenters? He would leara, that the abufe they dare 
not lavifh on “ higher powers,”’ at this time, they heap indifcri- 
minately upon the Clergy of the eftablifhment, laity, and other re- 
{peftable perfons of their neighbourhood, who are not (to ufe their 
own term) of the ‘ number of the eleé&t and faithful.” 

For whatever may be the ponities of the general body of Dif- 
fenters, in and near this metropolis, and of the better educated 
among{t them, he would furely find, upon impartial en uiry: that 
thofe who inhabit the country under the guidance of ceased ,igno- 
tant, or, diffatisfied teachers, are, for the moft part, ‘‘ difaffetted,’* 
and he might be better able to judge whether, indeed, it be a fatt, 
(as he afferts,) that there are comparatively ‘ few amongit the Dit 
fenters who are active and {trenuous in political concerns.” * 





To the Editor of the Anti-Facobin Review and Magazine. 


SIR, 


CCEPT my thanks for the candour and attention with which 
you received my Addrefs of the laft month. I readily ac- 
knowledge that you were not, as critics, anfwerable for the ac- 
curacy of Mr. Rivers’s aflertions; and that, if thefe were grounded 
upon truth, your inferences from them would be unexceptionable. 
I likewife do not queftion the general intelligence and reipe€tability 
of your Correfpondent, upon whofe judgement you depended, for 
the confirmation of fome charges advanced by Mr. Rivers againft 
the body of Diffenters. Ina pretty extenlive acquaintance, I have 
met with fome truly intelligent and refpeftable men, who, although 
they differed from each other, both in religious and political fenti- 
ments, concurred in the view that is entertammed by your Corre- 
{pondent. But upon a clole inveftigation of the grounds of their 
opinion I have invariably found, that, inftead of being fupported 
by fat, it had been formed by arguments, a priori, that thele things 
muft be fo. 
The aweful confequences of rendering genuine religion an obje& 


of calumny and perfecution, pores my carneft requeft that you 
would retra€t any thing that had been advanced on uch a fubjet, 
NO, WAIT. VOK. 33. Ff without 
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without pofitive proof of its authenticity. If the fatts, to which 

ou referred, were fiibftantiated, I think you would be authorizedté 
much more than you have done; but, without ftronger fupport 
than furmife, or prefumption, I ftill think that your remarks, af. 
though brief, and not intenrperate; fhould not have been hazarded 
upon a topic of fo delicate and ferious a nature. 

As to the pofitions contained in my letter, thofe, which merel 
exprefs my opinion, are, of tourfe, liableto error; but thole whie 
are laid down as matters of faé, within my own knowledge, fhall, 
whenever it is neceffary,” be’ confirmed upon oath, by creditable 
witnefles, before the neighbouring magiftrates. 1 hope, that if the 
agree of my letter in your Mifcellany fhould excite a difcut- 

ion of the fubject, nothing will be advanced as matter of faéi by my 
Opponents that does not admit of the fame kind of demonttration. 
Vhat I havefaid of Diffenters is to be underftood of the three 
denominations properly included under rd ey, title. The fo- 
Cictics formed by the late Reverend John Welley, who call them- 
felves Methodifts, and (I believe) chiefly communicate with the 
eftablifhed Church, are a clafs entirely diftin@. ‘The followers of 
the Reverend George Whitfield, and of the late Countefs of Hunting- 
don, are likewife to be diftinguifhed from profeffed Diffenters. 
mention thefe circumftances to prevent what I faid of stinerants 
from being mifunderftood, It may not be amifs to add, that whea 
the Methodifts began their labours they were aceuled of feditious 
defigns; as the Diffenters are now, for making fimilar exertions, 
The condu& of the Methodifts, for fifty years paft, has completely 
wiped off this afperfion ; and, I underitand, that, during the prefent 
revivel of political contentions, they have even excluded from tucir 
community any perlon who wrote, or {poke, again{t the mealures of 
governinent. 

[ cannot conclude, Sir, without taking fome notice of a paragraph, 
in the review of Mr. Boucher’s Dilcourfes, (pr. 87,) of your laft 
number. Amid{t fome candid and liberal expreflions refpetting 
Proteftant Diffenters, are the following, which appear to me un- 
worthy of that character. ‘* The principles of government which 
they have invariably avowed, from the time of the French refugee 
Calvin, are not only effentially unfavourable to monarchy, but in- 
compatible with the good order of fociety.” Iam at a lofs to account 
for the name of Calvin being introduced in conneétion with Englifh 
Proteftant Diffenters, in any other manner, than becaufe the majo- 
rity of them profels the fyftem of divinity called Calvinifm, whick 
has no relation whatever to political government. It is, indeed, in- 
terwoven with the articles and Titurgy of the Church of England. 
I cannot conceive what principles of government are referred to by 
the author of the Review. To fay nothing of the ‘ good order of 
fociety,’’ 1 beg to be informed of any infance’in which the Pro- 
teflant Diffenters have avowed principles ** unfavourable to monar- 
chy.” The parliament which ‘made war againft Charles I. was not 
Compofed of Diffenters. When that unfortunate Monarch was 
fentenged to death, the principal Diffenters ftrongly remon (trated 
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againft that atrocious mealure. They were active in the reftoration 
of Charles Il. They were unanimous in the fupport of George I. 
and George II. againit rebellion. ‘They conduced, in no {mall de- 
gree, to the citablithment of the prefent prime Minifter. No clafs 
of people expreiied more cordial joy at the prelervation of his pres 
fent Majefty upon the throne by his tumely convalefcence. Are 
thele the people of whom it can, with a fhadow of juttice, be faid, 
that * they have invariably avowed pfinciples of government not 
only effentially unfavourable ‘to monarchy, but incompatible with 
the good order of fociety ?”’ If they had ever avowsd fuch princi- 
ples, their conduct, as a body, would dilavow them. If no fuch 
avowal can-be produced, what are we to think of this aflertion ? 
Iam, Sir, your obliged fervant, 


— 





#Effay on the Ufe of Polyfyllables—addreffed to the Authors, Speakers, 
and Readers of the Corre/ponding Society. By Anracanasras 
Member of that Society, and of the principal German Lodges of 
Illuminati. 


tro prefent age many writers have called the 4ye of Paradoxes; 

by us it has, more than once, been denominated the Age of Rea- 
fon; a ftrong and remarkable coincidence, fully proving that reaion 
and paradoxes are exactly the iame thing. Convinced of this great 
truth, | am encouraged to found this treatife upon the following po- 
fitions; which, though they may appear extraordinary to common 
minds, will be fufliciently clear to juch underftandings as yours, 
Indeed the aéting upon the has been attended with -the greateft 
fuccets and advantage to the world; at leaft, to the rational and 
thiuking part of it, the philofophers of our Theo-philanthropic Soe 
ciety. Confider attentively their practice, it 1s derived from the 
following theorem; that, 

The primary end of all language isto be mifunderftood; for it is 
felf-evident, that no language, however plain, can be equally under- 
ftood by every body ; therefore, the only way to preferve the equa- 
lity inherent in human nature, is to write a language which fhall not 
be underitood by any body. Q.E.D. 

This pofition being fo clearly proved, I with to offer you the fol- 
lowing remarks, willing to point out by what means this neceflary 
end might be more eafily attained, and to direét our more illiterate 
brethren in a courfe of ftudy, by means of which they may attain, 
ipeediiy, fuch facility of being underftood as will be truly aftonifh- 
ing. The firft and mof eflential point which I fhall recommend, 
is the conftant and invariable ule of polyfyLables, called, by the op- 
polers of literature, dong words. 

This praétice is a very effeétua} mode of attaining unintelligibility, 
being equally applicable in all cafes. By it the {trongeft fenie, and 
the plaineft reafoning, the works of Johnion, and of Burke, are 
fometimes rendered equally intricate with the manifeftoes of ‘our 
focieties, and the fermons of our mecting-houles ,; compofitions, 
which were never deligned to convey any precile meaning what- 
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ever. For the attaining a full proficiency in this fcience, a careful 

erufal of the following writings is ftrongly recommended: The 
Eee of the Plants, &c. by Dr. Darwin, and, of the ‘Triangles, by 
Mr. Higgins, of St. Mary-Axe; publifhed in No. 23, 24, and 26, 
of the Anti- Jacobin. All Dr. Prieftley’s Philofophical ‘Treaties, 
and many valuable publications of the Royal Society of Edinburgh, 
for ack, fee their Philofophical Tranfaétions, de. &e. Butl 

articularly recommend to our afhliated Reading Societies, a peru- 

al of all the paffages, both Englifh and French, which treat of the 
Organization of revolutionary agents, the fraternization of philan- 
thropic affociations, and the electric expanfion of the mental ener. 
gies of the human race. 

If, by chance, however, with the affiftance of Dr. Johnfon’s 
Philo-logical Dittionary, fome parts of our writings fhould {till be 
too well underftood by ininifterial fpies, or treafury-reviewers, we 
have ftill a refource, which has faved many of our brethren in time 
of need. I mean that of never applying the afore-mentioned long 
words, according tothe fenfe afhxed to them, in any known language, 
A fort of cypher was, indeed, drawn up, about three years ago, By 
fome very worthy members, which, fora confiderable time, aniwered 
itsend completely. By the poffeflion of this cypher, the initiated 
were enlightened and inftru¢ted, whilft thofe, who knew not the 
key to it,were ftill perplexed with the total unintelligibility of Jaco- 
bin literature and philofophy. Permit me, gentlemen, to recall to 
your memory a few of thofe brilliant and ingenious interpretations, 
on which we have founded our prelent ftyle of writing. Who 
would ever have difcovered that caring for nobody was the interpre: 
tation of univerfal philanthropy ; that, therefore, a theo-philanthropft 
was one that cared for neither God nor man? Who would have 
dreamt, that the yeomen of Ireland were the fatellites of ariflocracy, or 
that cutting throats wascatholicemancipation; thatdrownings, beheadings, 
Shootings, and burnings, as practiled at Lyons, Nantes, &c. were revo 
lutionary movements, while the term MassACKE was ingenioufly ap- 
plied to the knocking out a Sans.culotte’s brains at Rome, or to the de 
molifhing mecting-houfes, and philofophical crockery, at Birmingham ; 
that fraternization meant the fupremacy of France, and amalzama- 
tion—TI really forget what, but the original cypher will inform you? 
All theie, and more, were the refults of our united labours; but, 
alas! the key has, by fome means, fallen into the hands of minifterial 
ruffians, and our aoe arcana are at laft underftood. ‘This 
evil is, however, not without its remedy. I have, in my poffeflion, 
a new cypher, which, at lome future period, I will propofe for your 
adoption, 

There is, however, ftill, a third ftyle of writing and fpeaking, 
long prattifed by our favourite authors, and orators, which 1 cannot 
fufliciently recommend. I mean that ftyle in which the author 
himfelf has no meaning atall. Ona diligent perufal of their pages, 
we fhall foon_ perceive, in numberlefs patlages, a phantom-like fem- 
blance of fenfé;which, on clofer examination, always difappears, 
and, when you attempt to lay hold of it, is fure toflip through your 
fingers, Anadmirable expedient! fince, if our enemies accule us of 

nonfenfe, 
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nonfenfe, we can appeal to the fair fhew of the fentence attacked; 
if of mifchievous intention, when in danger of loling our cars, we 
can infift on its total emptinefs of meaning. On a certain trial, fe- 
yeral of our favourites gave evidence, that the perfon acculed was 
of principles exaétly fimilar to their own, ‘This aflertion certainly 
founded well, and feemedeafily underftood. ‘The fallacy lay in the 
word principles, which was ufed, in this inftance, without any idea 
at all; it being well-known that the prifoner never had any, and 
that the witneiies had difpoted of theirs fome years before that trial! 
They were exactly in the fituation of ‘Youchtftone’s triend, who 
{wore, by his honour, in the cafe of the muftard and pancakes, yet 
was not forfworn. A noble Duke alfo (as is well-known) gave a 
celebrated toaft at a celebrated meeting; the words were ** Our 
Sovereign—the Majelty of the People.” 1 believe his Grace was 
very juitly enraged. at the falle dijcernment of the higher powers, 
whothought they difcovered fomething dangerous in this fentence, 
and aéted accordingly. Indeed their conduét was provoking, tor 
the toaft might eafily have been proved to be nonfenfe ; why would 
they not wait for this demonitration ? ‘he principles, however, by 
which this nonicnfe is enabled to convey ideas, and to ftunulate to 
attion, have not been futhciently attended to. They are clolely 
analogous to the principles of mutic, and many of the compofitions, 
which have lately made fuch a noife in the-world, may be looked 
upon as a fort of political concertante; A wild and capricious over- 
ture rouzes our attention by the rattlinglounds of philofophy, reafon, 
and the Rights of Man; an enlivening minuetto then paintstoourima. 
gination the energies of mankind, and the defrre of univerfal freedom ; 
hence we flide off into a whimpering adagio, melting to the long 
drawn note of fuffering humamity, and the fympathetsc impulfes of 
philanthropic fenfbility. A rondo, with variations, concludes, of 
which, the ritornedla 1s generally conitrutted, on the glory of France, 
and the degradation of Great Britain. A combination of notes, fo 
new and iurprizing, could not fail of producing a wonderful effeét, 
no Englifh compoler having ever hazarded fuch {trains before. It 
is obvious to every one, who is at all acquainted with the power of 
mufic, that the founds I have mentioned, and, indeed, molt other 
notes of our democratical gamut, are capable of railing ideas, 
though, like the notes of all other mufic, they do not neceffarily 
imply any idea at all. How often, and how forcibly, has the mufic 
of our great mafters, Paine, Price, Prieftley, and Thelwall, agitated 
our hearts, and thrilled every nerve of our fociety ? How often, 
when thofe admirable vocal performers, Mr. Hobhoufe and 
Mr. Nicholls, {trike up their folos in St. Stephen’s, do the much 
agitated members rufh to the door “ unable to contain their urine 
for affe€tion.”” Emboldened by fuch fuccels, with how much truth 
May we fay 
¢ Let old Timothcus yield the prize, 
Ur both divide the crown ; 
He rais’d up monarchs to the {kies, 
And we have pull’d them dowa.’ 
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To James Mackintofh, Esq. 
SIR, 

T is with peculiar fatisfattion that I have perufed your Tntre. 

duétory Difcourte on the Study of the Law of Nature and Na. 
tions. The mafterly outline which that publication contains of 
your intended courte, affords a happy earneft of the ability which 
may be expected to diftinguith the Leétures which you have pro. 
mifed tothe public. In thele days of relaxed and depraved prin- 
ciples, I cannot but think your undertaking a fortunate event for 
fociety. A full and judicious difeutlion of the very important and 
comprehenfive fubjeéts which you propole to treat, is a defideratum 
which the moft valuable interefts of mankind require to be in- 
ftantly fupplied. Sucha difcuflion, conducted in the mauner, and 
with the talent, developed in your introduftory Leéture, will — 
materially to correét thofe falfe notions which have led to the 
fent calamitous {tate of Europe; to counteract thole baneful fyftemne 
by which the French revolutionifts have been enabled, ftill more 
than by their arms, to deftroy the peace, profperity, and indepen- 
dence of many nations ; to improve the morals, and, of ceurle, to 
mecliorate the condition, of mankind ; to ftrengthen the influence of 
religion and virtue; and to preferve and perpetuate the bleflings 
of foeial order. 

With thefe high expectations of the beneficial tendency of your 
Lectures, I cannoi oblerve, without regret, nor, indeed, without 
Jurprize, that you intimate an intention of ab{taining from all men- 
tion of thete recent events which afford fuch abundant caule for 
lamentation and horror to every friend to humanity. Surely this 
would be to reiett the benefit of that experience which has been 

urchaled at fo high a price. It is by no means defirable that you 
Frould enter into an hiftorical di (quifition of thole awful events, 
that you fhould trace them to their caufes, delineate their progrels, 
or puriue them to their probable confequences ; but it feems to me 
next to impoflible that, at this time, in delivering a complete 
Courfe of Lectures on the Law of Nature and Nations, you fhould 
avoid noticing the moft flagrant violations of that law which have 
ever itained the annals of mankind; or that, in exhibiting ‘ the 
duties of men, of fubjetts, of princes, of law-givers, of magiftrates, 
and of {tates,’” you fhould overlook a fyftem which {ecks to eradi- 
cate all fenle of thole duties from the minds of men, and whicii has 
already eftabsifhed its empire over one half of Chriftendom, and 
threatens to tubject the other half to its baneful {way. With what 
effect can you hope to enforce the rule, while you ftudioufly re frain 
from expoting and reprobating fo grofs a breach of it ? So remark- 
able an omiflion woul deprive your Leétures of their chief value, 
of their principal utility: for it would fuggeft, that they are only 
ineant to apply to ordinary times, but that they camnot reach the 
peculiar circumftances of the prefent moment, and, of courfe, that 
they are, at tl vis time, calculated rather for entertainment than uti- 
lity. I give you full credit, Sir, for the manly and explicit man- 
ney 
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ner in which you have avowed your principles. While the abet. 
tors of the caule of anarchy are inculcating their fundamental doc- 
trine, the fovercignty of the people, and endeavouring to fubje& 
the power and the right of governors, to the capricious pleaiure 
of the multitude, it 1s highly fatisfactory to fee a man of your abili- 
ties ftand forward, to teach “the duty of obedience on the part of 
citizens ;’’ to maintain, that “ the origin of government” (inftead 
of being derived, according to Locke, and his followers, from po- 
ular confent,) * muft have been coeval with that of mankind ;” and 
to counteraét the modern phrenzy of conftitution-mwaking, by con- 
tending, that “che conftitution of a ftate muft, in all countries, 
arife out of the charaéter and fituation of a people, muft grow with 
their progrefs, be adapted to their peculiarities, change with their 
changes, and be incorporated into their habits.” And that “ the 
attempt, always ineffectual, to change by violence the ancient habits 
of men, and the eftablifhed order of fociety, fo as to fit them for an 
abfolutely new {cheme of government, flows from the moft pre- 
fur ptuous ignorance, requires the fupport of the moft ferocious 
tyranny, and leads to confequences which its authors can never 
forefee.” ‘This, Sir, is the language of found wifdom ; but you 
nuft allow me to oblerve, that its force will be much weakened if 
you give even the fanttion of filence to that accurled revolution 
which is, from firft to laft, a grofs and open violation of every prin- 
ciple you leek to inculcate. Nor do I mean any thing invidious 
when I fay, that the author of the indice Galaca, with all the 
credit he has acquired from the manly tcftimony which your dil- 
courle furnifhes that he is open to conviction§ 1s under peculiar ob- 
ligation to fhew that he does not confider the French revolution as 

a tender fubject. 
lam difpofed, Sir, to make every allowance for the influence of 
old attachments and private frienditip; although I think that a 
man deferves high commendation when, like Mr. Burke, he makes 
fuch influence fubordinate to the duties which he owes to his coun- 
try. I muft, however, fubmit to your icrious confideration, whe- 
ther your preliminary difcourfe atiorded a fuitadée ocealion for the 
prailes which you lavifh upon Mr. Fox; for the avowal of the 
“* warm afle€tion *? which you * cherifh’’ for that gentleman; and 
for the declaration that he isaman whom * no one ever heard in 
ublic without admiration, or knew in private life without loving.” 
hat Mr. Fox is very faicinating in private life his trends inva- 
nably admit ; and 1 much fear that his feduttiwe qualities have, im 
more inftances rhan one, fuperleded the influence of virtue, botis 
public and private. And although your good principles, Sir, feem 
to have triumphed over your attachment, you teem neverthelels to 
have been betrayed by it into an inconiitency, of winch, with all 
your penetration, you are mot aware. Hiow clife could you hold 
up Mr. Fox as an obje€t of admiration. at the fame time that you 
were, in every page of your difcourte, pronouncing the levere!t 
€enture upon every thing that he has faid or done, for thefe laff 
leven years, at leait? lam not delirous vf preiling this topic any 
Doe 
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more than may be neceffary to reftore’ you to your recollection, J 
fhall therefore content mylelf with afking you, how far the atlertion 
that no one ever heard Mr. Fox in public without admiration can, 
with propriety, be addreffed to a public who have not, for a long 
time, Venrd him without indignation ? Nay, Sir, without availing 
mylelf of the well-known fentiments of the public refpeciing Mr, 
Fox's recent fpeeches, I will candidly put it to yourfe/f, whether 
you admired that gentleman, when, in the character of a demagogue, 
he addrefled the populace from Palace Yard—when, at his tavern 
meetings, he gave the toatt of the Sovereignty of the People 
when, in Parliament, on the aft of February 1793, he declared, (in 
direft contradi¢tion to your do¢trines,) that ‘f the people are the 
fovercigns in all countries, that they may amend, alter, and abolith 
the form of government under which they live at pleafure; that 
they may cathier their monarchs for mifconduct; that the prefent 
family enjoy the throne from the fovereignty of the people; and, 
that the right of the Houfe of Brunfwick to the throne originated 
in the only genuine fountain of all royal power, Tak wilt oF 
tur many?” Do you think Mr. Fox deferved admiration, when, 
on the oth of February, 1790, he fatd, in the Houle of Commons, 
that the French army, by refufing to obey the dittates of the Court, 
had fet a glorious example to all the military of Europe ?’? Or did 
you admire him, when, ata much later period, he declared, that 
refiftance to government was a queftion not of morality but of 
prudence ? I forbear; I do not wifh to wound your feelings by 
exhibiting your friend in all the blacknefs of his political defor- 
mity. I have faid more than enough to convince you, that your 
judgement has been over-powered by your attachment; that your 
oo has been furprized by your friendthip ; and that you 

ave been induced to forget the maximn amicus Plato, fed magis 
amid verilas. 

Iam, &c. 


A FRIEND TO CONSISTENCY, 





To the Editor of the Anti-JFacobin Review and Magazine. 
SIR, 


FTER the dreadful experience which modern times have 
produced of the mifchiet arifing from falfe ocr it turely 
behoves every man, who has the leaft regard either for the prefent 
age or pofterity, to do every thing in his power to check the pre- 
valence of fuch principles. For this purpoie fomething more is 
necetfary than to counteraét the endeavours of thoie evil difpoted 
perions who are inceffantly labouring to delude the minds of men, 
reipecting the moft se ig duties and relations of fociety. Some 
of the warmeit friends of good order are apt, through incre inad- 
vertence, to lend their fanttion to dottrines which are inimical to 
the caule they moft ardently efpouic, and which, upon confidera- 
T1ONy 
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tion, they would reprobate with the utmoft feverity, They are 
not fufficiently aware that the enemy is always watching for oppor. 
tunitics to promote his deteftable views; and, though he fhould 
not be able, inftantly, to profit by any advantage that may be af- 
forded him, he is fure to take the firft occalion of turning it to ac- 
count, 

Thefe refletions, Sir, have repeatedly occurred to my mind upon 
a perufal of the debates in Parliament. The friends of government, 
nay, even the members of adminiftration, are frequently fo much 
off their guard, as to utter expreffions which are both unconftitu- 
tional and derogatory to the dignity of the crown, They talk of 
the legiflature as if it confifted folely of the Lords and Commons, 
and as if the King had no other concern in that augult body than 
merely to convene and prorogue the two Houfes, and to give, as 
a matter of courle, his formal affent to their refolves. No one would 
fufpect, from the {peeches I allude to, that the King is the fupreme 
head of the legiflature, that the Parliament is, as Lord Coke fays, 
one of his councils, and that, without his enacting fat, the moft 
folemn refolutions of the Peers and Commoners of Great Britain 
are totally deftitute of all binding force and authority. 

A late debate, upon the projected Union with Ireland, affords a 
remarkable inftance of that loofe, unguarded, and, I may add, una 
con{titutional language on the part of Minifters of which I com- 
plain. Mr. Dundas is reported, on that occafion, to have repre 
fented the Sovereign of this country—the fountain of all honour, 
dignity, power, and authority—merely as one of the eftates of the 
kingdom, nay, to have even degraded him to the place of the laft 
or loweft of thofe eftates. The expreffions attributed to him, on 
this occafion, are couched in the following terms, ‘ Did they, 
Gentlemen, forget the third eftate, the regal authority ;” and 
again, “ it is well known that it is the Minifters of Great Britain 
who advife the third eftate of Parliament.*” Iam willing to make 
every allowance for the unavoidable inaccuracy of newlpaper re- 
ports of the debates in Parliament; but if the Right Hon, Gentle. 
man did not ufe the expreflions above quoted, he would {carcely 
have failed to vindicate himfelf from fuch an imputation. It can- 
not furely be neceffary to enter into any arguments in order to 
fhew that the above ath whether uled by Mr, Dundas or 
not, is not only extremely derogatory to the Crown, but at direét 
variance with the eftablifhed principles of the conftitution, I 
fhall, therefore, content mylelf with quoting Mr. Juftice Black- 
ftone’s definition of Parliament; a definition which 1s the more in 
point, as it includes a delcription of the three eftates of the realm, 
“The conftituent parts of a Parliament are the King’s Majelty, 
fitting there in his royal political capacity, and the three eftates of 
the realm, the Lords Spiritual, the Lords Temporal, and the Com- 





* Vide True Briton, Feb, 8, 1799, 
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mons.” ‘ The King, and thefe three eftates, together, form thie 
great pe Sepa and body politic of the kingdom, of which the 
King is faid to be caput principium et Anis.” 

I am confident, Sir, that the Right Hon. Gentleman, to whom 
have alluded, is one of the laft men in the kingdom who would, 
intentionally, derogate from the royal dignity. Nay, I am per- 
fuaded that he is poffeffed of too manly and independent a mind to 
truckle, on any occafion, in the {malleft degree, to thole notions, 
which defigning men lole no opportunity of inculcating, in order 
to elevate the more popular part of our conftitution at the expenee 
of the monarchy, with a view, no doubt, of involving the whole i 
deftruétion, But I muft expoftulate with that gentleman on his 
want of caution, in fuffering fuch language to e!cape his lips, or, if 
he did not ufe it, in permitting the ftatement to remain uncontra- 
difted. Thefe are not times, furcly, to indulge in {uch a loole mode 
of expreffion. On the contrary, it is incumbent upon every friend 
to good order, not only to be very careful to difplay and promotea 
reverence for thofe high dignities and authorities, which the abet- 
tors of a levelling fyftem are endeavouring to lay in the duft, but 
to reprobate and repel every attempt to render them cheap in the 
eyes of mankind. The following excellent maxim of the learned 
author already quoted was never fo deferving of confideration as-at 
this time. ‘ The mafs of mankind will be apt to grow infolent 
and refractory, if taught to confider their Prince as a man of no 
greater perfettion than themfelves.’’ 1 Bl. Com. 241. 


STRAFFORD, 


P.S. Inthe excellent fpeech of the Solicitor General, on the 
15th of February, in refutation of the falfe, mifchievous, and trea- 
fonable doétrine of the fovereignty of the people, that learned gen- 
tleman is ftated to have faid, that “ the principle on which all 
governments ftood was tins, that the people had delegated their 
power to government.”” “The whole purport of the fpeech in quel- 
tion proves, that the above expreflion was merely a verbal laple; 
but it is neverthelels to be lamented, that language fo unfound 
fhould, for want of caution, have proceeded from fucha mouth. 
Nobody can luipedct Sir John Mitford to entertain the anarchiea 
Opinion, that power 1s a delegation from the people, 
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SUMMARY OF POLITICS, FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC. 


THE communication with the Continent ftill remaining fuf- 
I pended, we are deftitute of that information which could 
alone enable us to take a full and comprchenfive view of Foreign 
Politics, and to fix, with any degree of probable precifion, (tor 
the vane itlelf, is net lefs permanent,) the object of thofe councils, 
which, to the plain underftanding of ordinary men, feem to regret 
with equal contempt the forcible fuggettions of common fenfe, and 
imperious dictates of felf-prefervation. We know 
enough, however, to juttify the moft ferious p = and to 
fanction the declaration, that ‘be Continent of Kurope totters on the 
brink of defruétion. ‘Vime was, when a tenfe of approaching 
danger would, in nations as in individuals, fufhee to infpire the 
refolution to avert it; time was, when fimaller ftates, threatened 
with the lofs ot their independence, by the ambition of lome 
neighbouring tyrant, would comdine tor the fapply of thofe etfective 
powers of refiftance, which each, individually, was unab ‘le Lo 
atord; and time was, when a generous, manly determination to 

fpurn the harfh mandate of foreign oppretiion would be preferred, 
by thofe who direét the Cabinets of Princes, to a mean, groveling 
iubmiffion to the unheard-of claims, and ruinous prete Nfions, of 
Regicidal Ufurpers. But that time is, unhappily, pafi. All 
honourable competition is changed for a wretched rivalry of de- 
gradation; every tair feature, every ennobling qui lity, of the mind 
is transformed into a bafe fpirit of feltithne (3, fo mifled by fear, 
and 10 wayward in its operations, as to plunge for fafety into the 
gulph of deftruction. When Europe is fo circumftanced, what 
man, that fecls an intereft in the fate of fociety, and in thofe 
principles, thofe bonds, by which it exifts and holds together, can 
view it without an aweful dread of impending evil, fuch as the 
civilized world never yet witnetled? We confets that we are im- 
preiied with fuch dread; we are not apt to give way to defpair, 
where a rational hope of falvation remains ; we have bee no common 
attention to the progrefs of this dreadful contlict; we have clofely 
watched the movements, and deeply ftudied the views and dif- 
fitions, of the parties engaged in it; and we defery fuiticient in the 
gene ral afpect ot affairs to juttif, the alarm which we experience 
eurfelves, and which we wifh to impart to the public, not as a 
ground for relaxation, but as a ftimulus to exertion; not with a 
view to render them impatient under the common pretiure of the 


the more 


times, but for the purpofe of preparing them for the neceffity of 
itll creater facrifices to fupport a protracted warfare againft an 
euciny, who has ftaked the exiftence of the French Republic 
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againft the exiftence of the Britifh Empire, Every member of the 
community fhould confider the ftate of public affairs, fuch as jt 
really is, and fuch as it is the indifpenfible duty of every public 
writer to reprefent it. 

The Congrefs at Raftadt, the theatre of Gallic triumph, and of 
Germanic degradation, ftill continues its fittings, though the farce 
of negociation is nearly at an end. The French have gained all 
thofe ends, for the attainment of which they affumed, for a time, 
the malik of moderation, and infidioutly protra¢ted the conferences 
for peace. Their requifitions, at home, have fo far fueceeded, as 
to fupply a reinforcement of eighty thoufand men for their armies; 
they have dethroned two Monarchs, plundered their territories, 
aah ten acquired the means of renewing the war; they have con- 
folidated their power in Italy; ftripped Switzerland, and nearly 
levied an army of eighteen thoufand Swifs; reduced the important 
fortrefs of Ehrenbreititein, and opened, for themfelves, a way 
into the heart of Germany. Thus fituated, the Directory, no 
doubt, exclaim, with exultation, ad utrumque parati; i.e. if we 
can conclude fuch a peace with the Emperor as will leave us in 
poffeifion of al] our advantages, and at liberty to purfue our cons 
quefts in other quarters, we will: if not, we will defer thofe plans 
of conqueft to a future period, and direct our whole force againf 
Germany. All thefe evils have refulted from the unaccountable 
mixture of fear and jealoufy which have infected the Councils of 
Vienna and Berlin. We long fince predicted the confequence of 
friking the firft blow—the French have ttricken it, and our pres 
dictions have been verified. 

The Directory on the laft day of January, caufed a note to be 

efented, by their regicidal agents at Rattadt, to the Imperial 

linifter, Count Lehrbach, the objet of which was, to take away 
the refponfibility, attached to the march of the Rutiian troops, 
from the petty Princes, who had no earthly controul over them, 
and to fix it on the Emperor. In this note they expretsly called 
on his Imperial Majefty to give them a decifive aniwer, before the 
15th of February, to the plain queftion, whether or not he would 
fend back the Ruffians? ‘The Emperor's decifion is not yet known. 
We much fear that it will be dictated by that pufillanimous fpirit 
which has, of late, influenced his Councils, and induced a 
taine acquiefcence, in the inceflant tumults, and boundlefs en- 
croachments, of the French Republic. We have, indeed, fome 
reafon to believe, that fe bas actually fent a perfon to negociate a 
feace at Paris, with the Regicides of the Luxembourg! If fo— 
his ruin is certain. 

Nothing can be more plain than the intentions of the Diretory. 
If they confent to grant a peace to their wretched fuppliant, the 
Emperor, they will, of courfe, diftate the terms, and it is fuper- 
fluous to obferve, that they will be /ucé as will facilitate the means 
of accomplithing their future projects. Meanwhile, their attention 
will be directed to Spain and Portugal, and it requires little faga- 
city to forefee, that a fingle campaign will fuffice for the transfor 

mation 
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mation of thofe two Kingdoms into democratic Republics. Spain, 
we are forry to fay, is ripe for a Revolution; independently of the 
fuccefsful efforts ot the Directorial Emitiaries to propagate Jacobi- 
nical principles throughout the country, there are circumftances, 
in the domeftic policy of that Government, which have ferved to 
mature the feeds of difaffeétion, and to alienate the minds of the 
people from the natural objects of their attachment. A Monarch, 
incapable of holding the reins of Government; and a Queen, 
rioting in excefles, that fink her beneath the loweit of her fub- 
jects. Uptiart fucceeds to upftart, and minion to minion, in 
monopolizing the good graces, and in engroffing the mit-placed 


bounty, of this profligate princefs, ‘The fuccetior to the Prince of 


Peace is one Mallo, a low mitcreant, devoted to the French 
intereft; in whofe behalf the Queen has had recourie to an a&t, of 
which ‘tis difficult to fay, whether its extreme folly or its flagrant 
injuftice is moft confpicuous. The multiplicity of fmall notes, in 
circulation, of a particular defcription, has long been a fubject of 
general complaint in the Spanith dominions, and various means 
tor paying them off, have, at different times, been fuggefted. At 
length, it was determined to devote to this purpofe fome rich 
territorial poffeflions belonging to the Univerfity of Salamanca. 
The eftates were accordingly taken, but, inftead of employing them 
as propofed, the Queen gave the mott extenfive and valuable of 
them, the Marquifate of Saint-Bartholomew, to her new favourite, 
who actually enjoys the tide, and the territory! 

Equal attention has been paid to the withes of the French in the 
appointment of a new Minifter for Foreign Affairs. A young 
man, of the name of Urguejo, has been raifed to this fituation, 
who was formerly Secretary to the Spanith Embafly at the Court 
of St. Jomes’s; he is diftinguifhed for his hatred of this country, 
his predileGtion for the tenets of modern philofpphy, and _ his 
attachment to revolutionary principles. By the aid of fuch agents, 
joined to the influence of the Chevalier D’Azzara, the Directory 


have fucceeded in eftablifhing their afcendancy in the Cabinet of 


Madrid. 

To obtain, from fuch a Government, permiffion for a French 
army to pafs through the country, under the pretext of attacking 
Portugal, was a matter of little difficulty. Portugal, with a dil- 
aftefed army, and an inert people, is ill calculated for a vigorous 
refiftance. Its fall will, we tear, very ipeedily follow the attack. 
It may reafonably be doubted, however, whether the French will 
not deem it expedient to revolutionize Spain, Aefore they feck to 
penetrate into Portugal; the plunder of the Capital, the Univer- 
fities, the rich churches, and opulent communities of that king- 
dom, and the feizure of its navy, are certainly tuch obje(ts of 
Primary importance, as the Directory are not in the habit of 
neglecting. Befides, the fuperior adyantages of making Spain 
ferve as a jirft courfe, and Portugal as a defert, are too evident to 
efcape the attention of the fagacious rulers of the Great Natwn, Be 
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that as it may, it feems perfectly clear that, in the event of a peare 
with the Emperor, thete two kingdoms muft fall; and it is ¢ qually 
clear that, when the French fhall have augmented their already 
gigantic power by fuch acquilitions, they will immediately attack 
the Emperor, whote means of refiftance will be diminithed in 
proportion as thofe of his enemy will be increafed 

The only chance of falvation, therefore, for the Continent of 
Europe, refts in the obfervance of a conduét, on the part of the 
leading powers, different from all we have hitherto witnefled, and 
different from what their recent proceedings give us reafon to 
expect. Nothing, indeed, has occurred, fince our laft, to throw 
treth leh: on the defi ons of Pruffia; but what can we hope from 
a power who, profet fing to have the fafety of Germany at heart, 
tutters one of its principal fortretles to be taken, in exprefs viola- 
tion of a treaty, without advancing a man_ to tts relief? Ruffia is 
fill difpofed to act with firmnefs and decifion; but, deterted by 
Pruifia and Auftria, fhe will be deprived of al! opportunity of acting 
with eftect. ‘The proipect is gloomy; but we fhould view it with 
a fteady eye, and be prepared to brave the wortt effects of the 
mmipe nding ftorm. 

The internal Jiate of France, atfords no matter for comment or 
animadyerfion, in addition to our former remarks. ‘The fame 
tyranny in the rulers; the tame paflive obedience én the people ; 
the fame corruption of manners in every Clais; the fame extortion, 
rapacity, and fraud; the fame neglect of all that contributes to the 
comforts of lite, to the focial happinet’ of man, will, no doubt, 
continue to prevail, fa long as the republic fhall continue to exift; 
ar, in other. words, 10 lon y as the French armies can {ubiit by the 
plunder of torcign countries. To fix a period to this ftate of thing 5 
would be the height ot tolly and pretumption. 

Ot the reduction of Nap by the Fren ‘h army, we have no 


accounts but thote from Pari osby which we learn. that the Laz- 
varom, Who were alwavs diftinouiflx cd for their fidelity and attach- 
ment to their Sovercign, took wp atms, when too late for ettective 


efiltanec, aud defended the e: 1p ital for three davs. sae {lauhter 
om theie thei men, ind of the Neapolitan peal antry, who are 


alio faid to bave wltimat ly oppoted the progrets of the French, 13 
reported to have been i: enfe. Lattle eontidence, however, ean 
be repofed in the Parifian, details of attles and of victories: and 


atlwe ean eonunder as certain is the complete reduction of the 
kine dom of Naples ander the iron voke ot the Trench Directory. 

Our letters from America, which come down to the 2oth of 
January, contain no information of importance retpecting the fiate 
ot that country. Notwithttanding the marked predileétion fot 
Freneh principles, partially betrayed by tom: of the minor ftates, 4 
great majoriv of the praple teem to hold them in juft ihhorrenee. 
A rep tt has been prede to onerets by the Secretary of State. 1 
Jatine tothe mecoertions a . 
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ter, Tulleyrand, are placed in a point of view fo ftriking as to flafh 
conviétion on every mind that has not been rendered callous by the 
corrofive poifon of Jacobinifm. 

In our dometitic politics the Uson conttitutes, and will, for fome 
time at leaft, continue to conftitute, the prominent feature. It has 
undergone an ample difcutlion in the Britith Senate, and, in one 
of the moft eloquent and impretlive {peeches that was ever uttered 


by man, the Minifter completely confuted the falie affertions of 


its opponents, both as to the principle of the meafure, the terms 
to be propofe -d for adoption, and the means of carrying it into exe- 
cution. In Ireland it has been pretty fully difcuiled, through the 
medium of the prefs; and the temper and {pirit of the parties en- 
gaged, in this literary warfare, may be freely appreciated by the 
{fpecimens exhibited in another department of our work. ‘The 
Cibjeet, too, was renewed in the Irith Houfe of Commons on the 
15th of February, when Lord Corry endeavoured to pert uade the 
Houle to adopt a refolution intended to fetter the legiflative power, 
by preventing any 4 diftcuilion of the quettion of Union, On 
this occafion Mr. G. Ponfonby laboured hard to eftablifh a con- 
viction in the minds of the members, that the Britith Parliament 
had no right to difcuts the quettion themielves ; and to imprets a 
belief on the minds of the populace, (for his empty declamation 
could only be meant for “ the ears of the groundlings,”) that the 
Britith Minitter intended to rob them of their liberty. Thefe at- 
tempts, however, proved fraidefs, and this violent Anti-Unionitt, 
who had tounded the moit fanguine hopes on his former triumph, 
had the mortification to fee them defeated on the prefent occafion, 
and to find the motion of his party rejected by a majority of 
twenty. We by no means admit the juttice of. the conclufion, 
that whoever refifted this motion would vote for an Union; brat 
we confider its rejection as a proof, that the nation are more dil- 
pofed to give the meature that full and diipationate invettigation 
which, in our opinion, will futhice to convince them of its beneficial 
tendency. 
FEB. 23, 1703. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


We cannot help feelipg ouriclves high!y gratified in the general approbation of 


our Correfpondent from Excter, who figns himtelt @ Friend to Ag ‘ure, and 
is evidently a well wither to his country. ‘In one inflance, however, he thin! 
that we have advanced, in our critical Mridtures, rather incautioufly. WV ‘ 
affure him that we have not “i t, on any occafin hether of national moment 

like the prefent, of trivial concern, taken one flep, without previoully examinu 
and tecling the folidity of the gro uud which we were about to oc Ip = 

Ous that we are better acquainted with the practical hufbandry of this country d 
that we have feen more of the culture of the very valuable roct which he mentior 
than he is aware of, we can by no means concede io him, orto Mr. Marfhall, chat 
the quali ity of the p tatoe is ever er ved by the wetnels of a fummer Indeed 
we have fo repeatedly experieneed it ourfelves. and have fo trequently heard the 


afferti n from the mouth of that clafs of the inha b tants of Lancathire, ar 
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feafon has often rendered the root nearly unfit for human food,” that we muft refig. 
quifh all our information before we can admit the propriety of Mr. Marthall’s 
obfervat.on. 

Our Correfpondent {cems to think that what inercafes the fize muft improve the 
flavour of a potatoe, but the fact is otherwile, or, rather, the reverfe. In attributin 
the excellence of the Lancafhire potatoe to * the great quantity of moitture that 
falls in that country,”” we take leave to reprefent to him that the neighbourhood of 
Barnlcy, Haflingden, and Rochdale, (the dittrict of Mr. Townley’s hydrometrica 
Obfervations and Diary,) will not produce any potatoes of a farinaceous or good 

uality; and that the places are fu >plied from the Manchefter market with potatoes 
a Chefhire and the fouth-weltern parts of the county, which receive lefs rain, 
and where the foil is of a more fandy nature, and lefs retentive of wet. LHolt's 
Survey of Lancathire corroborates this flatement. 


The Elegiac Verfes, on Capt. Littlehales, are intended for infertion in our next, 
The work tranfinitted by T. HW’. fhall meet with early notice. 


We have to apologize for our omiffion to acknowledge the receipt of fome pam. 
phiets tent by 2 Frrend to good Government. We have alfo received feveral other 
communications relative to the Wanfetan Controver/y, of which we med to avail 
ourfelves as foon as pollibie 

Country Loyalty, and France, an Elegy, are received. 


The Comments of Clericus, on G.’s attempt to juftify the Condu& of the Diffens 
ters, were intended for infertion in this Number; but ihall certaimly appear in our 
next. 

The following extra& from B. M.'s Letter we infert, in juftification of our own 
Strictures in the Review of Mr. Kivers’s pamphlet, and for the perufa] of G— 
* Your ftatements, and obfervations on thole ftatements, fubjomed to your review 
“© of Rivers’s Political Conduct of the Difleaters which appeared in the month of 
** November lait (rp. 634) relative to the line of conduct now purfuing, by that 
“ body, in the diocete of Salifbury, 1 am able to fay, are perfectly corrcét. Ex. 
“tremely furprized, therefore, was I to find (r.97 of your Review for laf 
** month) the truth of thofe ftatements and obfervations iinpeached by a perfon 
* whom you denominate ‘a Gentleman of refpeétability among the Diffenters;’ 
** who, in his zeal in defence of his itinerant brethren, has wandered widely from 
** the truth, not only in this inftance, but alfo, particularly, in the declarations, 
** contained in the lait paragraph of his letter.” 


The Milrefs of Voltaire has arrived {ufe, and fhall experience due attention. 
E. D.'s Song thall appear the fir opportunity, as thal] the Chorus of Loyalty. 


The advice of .frademtews fhall be attended to. We have long known of the 
exittence of the fociety which he mentions, and our filence on the fubjeé& maf 
fulely be afcribed to the want of neceffary details. We truft he will carry Ars ine 
tentions into execution, and comply with our earnet wife that he would let us 
hear from him again. 


The Novel promifed by a refpeétable Correfpondent has not been fent. 


A few Stripes for the Flagellart are liable to the fame objeétion which we ftarted 
tothe continuation of the Political Fantoccini. We are decidedly of opinion 
that, ona fubje@ of this nature, * the lefs that is faid the better.” 


D). G.’s tranilation of the Latin verfes, which appeared in our Sixth Number, ate 
received, and fhall be inferted. 


A Loyal Song, a Solilojuy on the Poll Tax, and an Acroftic on Admiral Nelfor, 
are alfo received, 

The Letter from a refpeétable Clergyman came too late for infertion this month, 

The Millers and Glazier, a Tale founded om Fadl, is received. 


a 


We have been obliged {from the extraordinary preffure of more temporary mit 
terto poltpone the conclufion of the Quakers’ Defence tll our next Number.—4 


Tittn-race and a copious Inpex to Vol, I. will certainly appeay at the fame 
time, 
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Art. 1. Ejfays on -the political C rcumfiances of Ireland, | 


written during the Adminiftration of Earl Camden: wit) 


an Appendix, containing Thoughts on the Will of the Peo le. 
Anda Poft{cript nat 1 firp publi Shed, Alexander Knox, } 
Efg. 8vo. Pp. 258. Price 5s. Chinale; Pall-Mail, ) 
London. 1799. 
HE Effays are rg in number and were written, and firft 
publifhed, in Dublin, between the month of April 1795 
and July 1797. ‘They are now re-publifhed, with a view to fi} 
elucidate and rege the circumftances which produced the fi 
late rebellion in Ireland, and all its concomitant horrors. Hf 
They are eden the production of a man of clofe obfer- 
vation, combined with ftrong powers of reafoning, and jutt i. 
habits of thinking, that qui ality him, in aneminent degree, te 
for politic al difquitition in general ; and pofieffed of opper- ; 
; 


tunities.of information that render him peculiarly qualitie d for 
difcuffion of all topics conne&ted with the Grnati on of the 

Sifter Kingdom. 

Our author traced the confpiracy of the United Irifhmen 
ah ovo, marked its progrefs, and indicated its object, long be- 
tore thofe difcoveries which formed the batfis of. the Reports 
of the Secret Committees of the Irifh Parliament. He tells 7 
us that he was indebted for the ability to under{tand the voca- : | 
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the Convention-Politicians of 1792 and 1793,” and, indeed, 
the defigns which he firft imputed to Ha have been too 
fatally verified by fubfequent events. The nature of the 
Eifays are explained in the following pailage extracted from 
the Bietace 


«¢ While thofe who have but lately opened their eyes to the real 
views of thofe execrable difturbers of the community, may, perhaps, 
receive new light from the following pages, with refpect to the pri. 
mary purpofes of the confpiracy, the author has the vanity to h 
that thofe who have feen and felt as he has done, will not be unwilling 
to have thofe thoughts re-traced, and thofe feelings recalled, which, 
in the rapid whirl of events, it is poflible even for the moft colleéted 
minds to lofe fight of, till they are again brought to their remem. 
brance. And he truits, on the whole, that a convittion will be cither 
produced, or confirmed, in the mind of every attentive reader, that, 
notwithttanding all that may be alledged by men‘loft alike to truth 
and to humanity, no faét can be more eftablifhed than that the fociety 
of United Irifhmen, from the firft moment of its inftitution, has 
beer, with refpeét to its leading members, a band of fyftematic 
traitors ; that no poflible means would have been adequate to their 
fuppreffion but the moft unremitting coercion, and the moft vigorous 
refiftance ; and that nothing can be more infolently talfe than to repre. 
fent them as having been provoked into treafon by thofe ftrong mea. 
fures, on the part of Government, which were then only refosted to 
when both the common fenfe and common fafety of the country 
irrefiftitly demanded them. 

“© To thefe objects the following Effays were uniformly directed, 
except when it was thought neceflary to advert to the proceedings of 
the allies of the confpiracy abroad, or to the conduct of thofe who, 
from an execrable fpirit of party, and in fpite of the cleareft and 
moft irrefragable evidence, cheriihed and encouraged it at home. * 
Thefe, together, make up the whole of the topics introduced, And 
they are treated either in the way of difpaffionate argument, or of 
plain, but warm, expottulation, by reafoning on general principles, 
or by adduttion of acknowledged facts, jult as appeared moft fuitable 
to the circumftances of the moment, or to imply tbe greateft proba. 
bility of engaging the attention of the public.’’ Pref. 11—13. 


Adverting to the little {trefs which he lays upon the reli- 
gious differences in Ireland as the ground of treafonable com- 
bination, he reminds the reader that the lateft Etfay was writ- 
ten in June, 1797, period at which the treafonable move- 
ments were principally confined to the province of Uliter, 
«‘ where no religious motive was fo much as pretended, and 
where the Roman Catholics, in particular, feemed difpofed 
to diftinguith themfelves by keeping aloof from combination.” 


——_ 





———— —_—-- 


* «© Lhe firlt fix Effays are chicfy on the fabjects here mentioned.” 


And 
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And he acknowledges that ‘* he never could have antic ipated 
thofe horrors by . hich the blood- hounds of Knnifcorthy and 
Wexford have added new difgraces to a religion whofe former 
enormities it would have been infinitely better to have expi- 


ated than revived.” 

“ Still, however, the author muft deem thafe perfons miftaken who 
conceive the Irifh Union to have been originally a Roman Catholic 
Piot. He thinks the erroneoufnefs of fuch a fuppofition will fully 
appear from the following pages. The attentive reader will find 
futicient proof, that the primary in st of the United Irithmen 
was ftrictly and exclutively Revolutionary De mocracy; and that 
though, from the firit moment of their inttitution, they regarded the 
religious difaftection of the Irifh Catholics as the chief inftrument of 
their delign, and the furelt pledge of their fuccefs, it was uniformly 
their object to make Religion fubfervient to Jacobinifm, and not 
Jacobinifm to Religion. How fatally they might have tound them- 
felves deceived, and how likely thev were to have become the vic- 
tuns of their own infernal policy, the events of the late rebellion 
have ftrongly evinced ; but fuch 1s the malignity of the Jacobin tem. 

‘r, that we cannot doubt but the fame artitice will be perfevered im 
until both the political malecontent, and the religious bigot, fhall be 
obliged to feel the futility of combination, as well as the frenzy of 


refiftance.”? Pref, Pp. 16, 27. 


In the firft Efflay, Mr. Grattan’s well-known Addrefs to 
the Citizens of Dublin is an: lyzed with equal fpirit and juf- 
tice. It is very properly confidered as an exhortation to in- 
furrection, and its author is compared to the frantic fanatic 
that fpread confufion and terror through the metropolis of 
Great Britain in 1780. The latter, howe ver, had the apology 
for his conduét- which infanity ever affords, but the tormer 
had no fuch excufe, for it does not appear that he is infane, 
except fo faras ‘* anger is a fhort madnefs.”” This Addrefs 
has been fince more fully expofed by the able and vigorous 
pen of Dr. Duigenan.* 

The fecond and third Effays contain fome judicious remarks 
on Lord Fitzwilliam’s {tatement of the difpofition of the 
Irifh Catholics, and the author clearly demonftrates the dan- 
ger of acceding to the claims of the Catholics on the principle 
urged by his Lordfhip, at the time, as the ground of acceffion. 

Democratic L iberty is confidered in the fourth and fitth 
Effays, and fome of its confequences are ably pourtrayed in 

the tollowi ing paflage :-— 

“ Kingly Governments have, no doubt, been frequently oppreffive ; 
yoo when : they opprefs, they do not oblige their people to call that 

ppreflion sett this adding of infult to injury, is the Lerma 
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slory of Revolutionary Governments. When Lord Peter, in the 
Lale of a Tub, cuta large flice off a Brown-George loaf, and han. 
ded it to his hungry brothers, we are told he ufed to fay to them, 
‘ Look ye, Gentlemen, this is mutton—excellent mutton, and if you 
don’t call it mutton, you'll be damn’d eternally.’ But Revolu. 
tionary Liberty beats my Lord Peter all to nothing ; what he gave to 
his brothers was ftill fomething they could eat; if it was not jut 
what he called it, it was food, it was not poifon. But Democracy, 
as far as we have yet witnefled its good offices, gives, ny cad of 
bread, a ftone ; inftead of a fith, a ferpent; and, inftead of eg, it 
offers a feorpion. Nor is this all, for when the ferpent bites, or the 
{fcorpion flings, the wretched victims muft not fo much as whimper; 
when they are robbed, and plundered, and ftript, if they do not w ith 
to lofe their lives as well as their fabftance, they mutt {till fhout 
Liberty! L: pei 

«¢ So much for the firft fleps of emancipation in Holland :—let ug 
now fee what they may look to hereafter, as a compenfation for the 
{tripping of their fideboards. And who will pretend to fay that 
the Dutch will nox a shuts full fhare of ail the happ inefs the 
French have obtain ed ; r that the Tree of Liberty will not bear as 
rich fruit amongit the leet er, as it has done amongtt the latte ‘rr? But 
what are the fruits w hich France has gathered off the Tree of Li- 
berty? What advantages. does it appear to have gained from its 

Xevolution ? ‘To be informed on this head we will have recourfe to 
a fure quarter, remote from the influence of a Court, or Miniter; 
we will go to a well-known Oppofition Paper, the Courter, pub- 
lifhed in London on the 23d of Jaft month, in the third column of 
the third page of which we find a fpeech relative to the prefent ftate 
of France, delivered by one Pe/et, on the 8thday of the fame month 
inthe National Convention : 

© For thefe five years pa tt ( (fays Pelet) the people w ho i to be 
happy have been duped i by wor ds ; for five years paft they have been 
opprejed and feverely fmarted: \et us no longer aetna our duty, 
and their rights, for ebitrom and crime, ignorance and famine will 
not ceafe to {pread their devaftation. ‘The erroneous fyitem of our 
political economy is the fource of all our fufferings—our manufaclures 
langur/h, our maritime trade 1s defrayed ; whilft our victories render 
us illu: trious, and confolidate our power abroad, diforder shakes the 
wery Soundations of . foe ety at home.’ ; 

“© Now what is this? is it national happinefs? is ita thing worth 
fighting for, worth riking every thing valuable for? Is ita yutt and 
adequate re 1 for all the human blood which has been fhed in th 
purfuit of it? Andc m Holland hope for any thing better? At pre- 
fent it is under a French Government ; that French Government has 
begun 1 its career with robbery ; and as to what is likely to arife from 
it in the eer se let us litten to Pelet in another part of the fame 
fxecech :- 

é If (fays he) you delay treating with Holland, if you continue 
occupying that country as a conqueft, commerce will tly from that 
Republic. You will annihilate that beautiful creation ot ans 
induitry 3 
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saduftry ; in tl hree a that country will be acharge to you, and 


ha wes 


jtst fugitive riches will increafe the treafures of your enemies.’ 

© Such then are the leffed fruits of Democratic Ema ncipatlony 
which France porn s already, and which Hoiland has in profpett, if 
France pe feveres ii hol ling it us a irater: ized ct aunty} - Polat allerts 
that France has been inthe {itu it1O whi ! he deicribes tor five years, 


. ‘ ] fc 
that is, ever fince the commencement Of tle new fyitem. So then, 
during the prefent free government, France has been rujeradble; and 
“he ] g 7 * "} . } . 1 ‘ ‘7 } 
during ra ok | Navifd ‘government ine WalS COll par. tively Wap py f 


This 1s plain ;_ be: wufe it fhe had been miferable under the old ¢o- 
. Bhs 1A nate have limited the turn of tional mifery t 
yernment, Pele could not have limited the turn or nationa INLCry ee ] 
Ling 
2 - + S| ‘ 7 . 
¢ What then follows ? Clear y that French Lib rly has been 
produc ‘tive of fo much mifery, that they now look back to the very 
times of that old government which they fo much re probated as 
5 ? . 


times of happinefs compared with the prefent.’? (Pp. 3 die 34-) 

In farther fupport of his arguments on this topic the 
author cites the laconic epiltle of Piorry, a Member of the 
Convention, and Commiflioner to the people ot Poiticrs; 
‘¢ Lofe not a moment, every thing mutt be deftroycd, burnt, 
cuillotined, carried off, regeneraicd!”’ and the mercitul pro- 
nofal of Bo tor reftoring plenty to France by the deitruction 
of one half of her inhabi:ants.— Be of good cheer, France 
has enough tor twelve millions of people; the reft ot its in- 
habitants will be put to death, and then provifions will be 
abundant!” 

Democratic Confifttency forms the fubje&t of the next 
Eilay, and the fix fucceeding ones are on various topics. In 
the feventh we find the following obfervations on the dreadful! 
effects of the poifon contained in thofe vehicles of treafon and 
fedition, the Jacobin New{papers :— 


td 
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‘ We fhudder at the tale of midnight murder, or the narra. 
tive oft cold crus lty b if what Mmitanip at inuraer, re 7 Or fabled, 
what cold crue lty, i ancient or modern Lory yg IS Egnal tO this—that 
men, not driven mad by oppreffion, not rouzed to enthufiafin by any 
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Onevery thing that 1s mild, or gende, or eltimable ia human 
Nature ? , 

© And are there fuch perfo ns? Ala » are there not? Wouldt here 
be inflamma ory Nev. mee sit there were not fuch to cherith and to 
feed them? Would there have been Defenders, if there had not been 
fuch perfons to encourage them? Or would there 


of plotters, of deeply fyitematized piotters againit the Government 
i , s } 


ve juit now a band 
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ana pt “ACL ot the ¢ UNITY, in the bis PCTOUS aAlic plenteous iv¢é rth, if 


the tones of fedition had not been founded from the metre polis, and 
echoed and re-echoed by that buly inftrument of mifchief, ‘ The 
Ny rthern Star?? Yes, 1 write from h mneit MiGs lation, ber aufe I 
Know that in one of the moft thriving diitricis in the kingdom, 
whicre Op} reflion is not felt tf, W here diitrefs does not OCCUr, ©) SCOP 
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from mere misfortune, or abfolute vice, the fpirit of fedition, unex. 
cited by the fhadow of provocation, and wrought up to phrenzy 
folely by the mental poifons of thofe murderous Mountebanks, has, 
within thefe few weeks, precipitated a number of wretched perfons 
(who, in order to be completely happy, wanted nothing but con. 
tented minds,) into the gloom of a jail, preparatory, perhaps, to the 
horrors of a gibbet.’” Pp. 56, 57. 


The eleventh Effay contains fome very juft and pertinent 
remarks on the arts exerted, and the fallacies employed, by 
factious demagogues, to miflead the i ignorant and credulous 
multitude -— 

«* Nothing is more common with half-thinking men, than to con@ 
found the evils which arife neceflarily out of the ftate of civil fociety, 
with thofe which {pring from a bad Gov ernment, or a faulty Contti. 
tution. But to men ot common fenfe the diftinétion will be obvious, 
‘There are, and will be, inevery community under heaven, deficien. 
cies and inconveniencies, burthens and grievances, which no laws 
ean reach, and which, of courfe, no legill: ature can cure. Of thefe 
2 great part may be palliated, but they cannot be eradicated—Pro- 
vidence has entatled themon ournature. Others may unquettionably 
be remedied, but not by Government; they arife from the mifcondutt 
of fociety, from the wrong exercife ‘of general tree agency ; and it 
refts with fociety by its own voluntary exertions to remove them. 

‘© For inttance, there is, perhaps, as much diftrefs in the metro. 

lis as in any one of the tour provinces befides. A great deal of 
this umloubtedly comes within the clafs of unavoidable misfortune; 
but a greatdeal alfo arifes, at this moment, from a caufe equally 
remote from nature and politics, 1 mean the influence of fafhion: 
the whole tribe of ftaymakers, for example, muit now be in extreme 
dittrefs becaufe the female fex have thought proper to throw off their 
bodice. The {ilk and ftuff-weavers muit be equally wretched, from 
the univerfal wear of linen and muflin; the buckle-makers can be 
little lefs embarrafied from the general adoption of leather fhoe- 
ftrings; and the unfortunate corps of hair-dreflers are configned over 
to mifery and defpair, by the new generation of Roundbeads, All 
thefe together muft make up a deplorable mafs of poverty and awretch- 
ednefs. But is the Government or the Conftirution to be blamed for 
this? Or, are the Democrats lefs blameable than any of their neigh- 
bours? Do they not enter as deeply into the fathions of the day.as 
the Nobility themfelves? And is not the ftarvation of the laft enu- 
merated victims, in particular, their own peculiar atchievement ? 
Were they now in power, confiftency would bind them to denounce 
the Grecian waift, the calico robe, the fhoe -{tring, and the cropp’d 
head, as inftances of incivifim, and fymptoms of an anti-revolution- 
ary temper. Perhaps it is to keep their extraordinary hamanity in 
full prefervation for thus exercifing it as Rulers of a Republic, that 
they do not now choofe to fquander it while Subjed?s of a Monarchy.” 
Pp. 88—go. 

The rath Effay contains fome judicious comments on a re- 
port of the Whig Club, evidently calculated to excite difcon- 
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tent in the minds of the lower clafles of people. The 
12th is * addretled to Country Gentlemen and other Perfons 
of Property in the North of Ireland,” ftrenuoufly urging 
them to active exertion againtt a widely extended confpiracy, 
that threatened to involve them all in one common deftruction. 
The 14th exhibits a judicious and matterly appe al to the 
United Irifhmen of Uliter, placing, ina ftrong point of view, 
the fallacy of thofe hopes which had led them to fwerve from 
their allegiance, and to embark in the caufe of rebellion, 
which, if fuccefsful, could only be productive of accumulated 
mifery. The 15th contains a fimilar appeal to the United I rifh- 
men, in and about Belfaft, interfperfed with fome curious tacts, 

refpecting their treafonable proceedings. ‘The 16th is entitled 
« Remarks on the firft printed Propofals for the Lrith Union,” 

and the author fhews the exact conformity of this plan with 
the diabolical fyitem of the Jacobins on the Continent of 
Europe: the fame fubject is purfued in the two following 
Fifays. He here examines the principles of the United Irith- 
men as explained and unfolded by themi{elves, and proves, to 
demonitration, that their open ‘and avowed objeét was the 
eftablifhment of a complete democracy, and the total fepara- 
tion of Ireland from Great Britain If a doubt remain in 
the mind of any man, on this important point, we refer him 
for the certain means of removing it, to Pp. 155, 156, 157, 

and 158 of this volume. After thus expofing their treaton 
** to the broad face of day,” Mr. Knox thus vents the honeit 
ne of a loyal and virtuousmind ;—- 

And yet thefe are the men who have been cheered and toafted 
by the W ‘hie Club in England, and pitied and patronized by the 
M hig Club in Ireland! 'Thefe are they who have been reprefented by 
the great Oppofition Orator in the Britith Parliament as looking for 
nothing but the full enjoyment of the Britifh Conttitution, and ; 
ready to return to tranquillity, if this reafonable boon were siaaited 
and thefe are the y for whom the Paragon of Irifh eloquence has 
offered up his fervent prayers to Heaven, that the fame Providence 
which conducted another perfecuted tribe through the wildernefs m: Ly 
lead thefe victims of oppreflion alfo through the horrors with which 
they are furrounded ! 

“« Are we to fuppofe that thefe or natured politicians > were 
caught, in the fimplicity of their hearts, by that verbal bait of Re- 
form with which the United Irifhmen have covered their barbed hook 
of Revolutionary Democracy ? Did they really not ki now that their 
Reform was itfelf but Democracy under another name? That its effen. 
tial features were Univerfal Suffrage, anuual Elections, and every 
Man to be ¢ capable of being ele&ted ? And were they not well aware 
that fuch a mob-ele¢ted and meb-dependent Houfe of Commons as 
this plan would create, would itfelf be the moft infallible engine that 
wicked policy could devife, for beating down the two other branches 
of the Legiflature > Were they ignorant of thefe felf-evident facts, or 
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did they wilfully facrifice both their confcience and the fafety of thet 
country, to the defperate poflibility of a triumph over their politica} 
rivals ? On this queftion depends whether we are to defpife them 
for their infatuation, or to execrate them for their profligacy.”” Pp, 
162—164. 

The laft effay contains a reply to a part of Mr. Fox’s 
fpeech (on Mr. Gray’s motion for reform) refpecting the af. 
fairs of Ireland ; in which the reprefentatio: is of that orator 
are fhewn to be * unfounded and mifchievous fabrications,” 
and his plan of redrefs a moft ‘‘defperate fallacy.’ The 
author thus prefaces his mafterly analyfis :— 


«* As an inhabitant of that Sifter Kingdom, and a not carelefs 
obferver of the events which have occurred in it, and as a fincere 
friend to the welfare of the Empire at large, I think it my duty to 
contribute my mite toward guarding the public mind againft G- cffeets 
of this malignant libel. In doing this, I thall not pretend to = 
with philofophic coolnefs ;_ my feelings would not permit me. Till 
within this very few weeks I have been almoft in the midft of thof 
horrors which the fabricators of thefe falfehoods have laboured to 
deepen. I have loft one valuable friend (and in him the country an 
ornament and an honour) by that infernal plan of cowardly cold. 
blooded affaffination which thofe wretched politicians have helped to 
fofter by their ral. "eheae I have trembled, daily and hourly, for 
the fafety of many other dear friends, whofe honelt and aétive zeal 

ut them in perpetual jeopardy. LIcannot, therefore, but be wa mM, 
But I will not be unjuit. I will fpeak of things as they are, nothing 
extenuate ; nor, I appeal to Heaven, fet down aught in malice.”’ P2172 


«© The Thoughts on the Will of the People,” given in 


- the Appendix, reflect infinite credit as well on the talents as on 


the principles of Mr. Knox. They difplay a moft corre 
judgement and much political w iflom. The objec of them 

is to fhew the mifchievous tendency of that principle, its total 
incompatibility with the exiftence of civil liberty, and its 
inevitable confequence, in the intolerable de {potifm of popular 
anarchy. The author juttly obferves, that the effential cha- 
racteriitic of arbitrary power is ‘ its being a Government ot 
Witt.” In Pp. 203, 204, he clearly traces all “the match- 
lefs miferies of France” to the prev valence of that execrable 
doétrine, “the SOVEREIGNTY OF THE Pusntic WILL.” 
We lament exceedingly our inability (from the length to 
which we have already extended this article) to quote the very 
able reafoning exhibited on this fubjec. 

In his Pofticript the author farther proves, from the confef- 
fion of the French Revolutionifts themfelves, the fatal confe- 
quences of thefe pernicious principles ; and he points out the 
extreme folly of a fuppofition, but too prevalent, particularly 

in fome parts of Germany, that the faults which have been 
committed ia one Revolution may eafily be avoided in another. 
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« And let it not be thought that a fuccefsful mode of conducting 
revolutions can be learned from experience, or that the mifcarriages in 
ong may poflibly be corrected in the next that occurs. Common fenfe 
alone will teach any man, who is not deaf to its fuggetlions, tha 
when once the cement of fociety is diffolved, and general infurre¢tion 
carried fuccefsfully into practice, refitance, management, and direttion 
are totally at an end. Every future movement is at the mercy of 
accident. ‘The power which is-at work ts as irrefiftible as the moun. 
tain torrent, and the directing principle as verfatile as the whirlwind. 
Wifdom may feek to convince, or eloquence to charm; but one only 
influence can be built upon as certain, the magnetic attra¢tion of 
fuperior villainy.’”? Pp. 236, 237. 

The ftyle of this volume is eafy, chafte, and occafionally 
elevated ; its contents we have fhewn to be important ; and we 
earneftly recommend it as a work which imparts much valua- 
ble inftru€tion, and much ufeful information. 





Art. II. Weld’s Travels through Narth America. 
(Concluded from P. 53.) 


N a former number we gave fufficient extra&ts from this 
publication to deter the inhabitants of England from 
emigrating to this beloved land of liberty, where every citizen 
is invefted with the unalienable and imprefcriptible rights flow- 
ing from political liberty. We will now fhew the. fuperior 
inducements for an Englifhman to fettle in Canada, rather 
than in the United States, in oppofition to Mr. Cooper, who 
has publifhed on the fubject of emigration to America. This 
Mr. Cooper was the Delegate from the Conftitutional So- 
ciety to the National Convention of Paris with Mr. James 
Watt. Originally educated for the bar, he purfued not only 
his profeffional ftudies, but became verfed in aftrology with 
Henderfon, chemiftry with Henry, metaphytlics with Prictt- 
Jey, and politics with Briflot. He was a leading. member 
of the literary and philofophical fociety of Manchefter, 
and occafionally treated his illuminated friends with the 
haunch of an a/s, fed on milk ; for, to the wprejudiced, the 
haunch of an afs is as good as an haunch of venifon, But 
at this feaft of the enlightened few at their civic board, the 
afinine haunch was erowned with a chaplet, embellifhed 
With the letters GeorGe, and the guefts, among whom were 
two officers of dragoons, were treated with a fice of George. 
Calves heads conftantly garnifhed the tables of thefe gentry on 
the 30th of January; but the Church and King Club coun- 
teractedthe machinations of thefeadmirers of Regicide. Cooper 
having burnt the velverets and callicoes which he propofed to 
bleach on novel phlogiitic principles, having become a dank- 
} rupt, 
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2 

rip, retired to America to philofophize in the calm retreats 
of lettered folitude, where he and Prieftley would ep, 
lighten Europe from the defarts of the new snes But their 
vifionary {chemeshave proved gafiic bubbles, and they are glad 
to affociate with the democratic refufe and fcum of defpifed 
and contemptible patriots in the ftreets of Philadelphia, ra. 
ther than bear the reflections of their difappointed minds in 
the uncultivated wilds of woods, impervious to the fun or the 
refrefhing breeze. From fuch circumftances it was natural 
to sia that Mr, Cooper would fpeak at his firft fettlement 
in America with great partiality, and, accordingly, with 
refpeat to— 


«the morality and good order that prevail amongf the people, 
he has applied to all of them what only holds true with refpeét to 
thofe who live in the moft improved parts of the country, 

‘© He is extremely inaccurate alfo, in reprefenting the people of the 
ftates as free from all animofitics about political meafures ; on the 
contrary, there is no country on the face of the globe, perhaps, 
where party fpirit runs higher, where political fubje¢ts are more fre. 
quently the topic of converfation amongft all clafles, and where fuch 

ubjects are more frequently the caufe of rancorous difputations and 
lafting differences amongft the people. I have repeatedly been in 
towns where one half of the inhabitants would fcarcely deign to 
fpeak to the other half, on account of the difference of their poli. 
‘tical opinions ; and it is fcarcely poffible, in any part of the country, 
‘to remain for a few hours in a mixed company of men, without wit. 
neffing fome acrimonious difpute from the faime caufe. 

“ Let us, however, compare the inducements which he holds out 
to people in England to leave that country for America, that is, for 
the United States, with the inducements there would be to fettle in 
Canada, under the premifed fuppofition, that the land was there 
granted in an unexceptionable manner, 

‘¢ From the land being plentiful in Canada, and confequently at a 
very low price, but likely to increafe in value, whilft in the States, 
on the contrary, it has rifen to an exorbitant value, beyond which it 
js not likely to rife for fome time to come, there can be no doubt but 
that a man of moderate property could provide for his family with 
much more cafe in Canada than in the United States, as far as land 
were his object, 

‘© Tn Canada, alfo, there isa much greater opening for young men 
acquainted with any bufinefs or profeffion that can 4 carried on in 
America, that there is in the United States, The expence of fettling 
in Canada would be far lefs alfo than in any one af i ftates ; for in 
the former country the neceffaries and conveniences of life are re- 
markably cheap, whilft, on the contrary, in the other they are far 
dearer than in England ; a man, therefore, would certainly have no 
greater anxiety about the future fuccefs of a family in Canada than 10 
she United States, and the abfence of this anxiety, according - Mr, 

OOpers 





a so iam — -_ -_ — 





Weld’s Travels through North America, 244 


Cooper, 1s the great inducement to fettle in the States, which weighs 
cvith bim move than all other confiderations put together, 

“The taxes of Lower Canada have already been enumerated ; 
they are of acknowledged neceflity, and much lower in amount and 
number than thofe paid in the States, 

«« There are no animofities in Canada about religion, and people of 
all perfuafions are on a pertect equality with each other, except, ins 
deed, it be the protettant difienters, who may happen to live on lands 
that were fubject to tithes under the French government ; they have 
to pay tithes to the Engluth epifcopalian clergy ; but there is not a 
diffenter living on tithe lands, perhaps, in the whole province, The 
Jands granted {ince the conquett are not liable to tithes. The Englifh 
epifcopalian clergy are prov ided for by the crown out of the watte 
Jands, and all diffenters have fimply to pay their own clergy. 

ss There areno game laws in Canada, nor any excife laws whatfoever, 

«¢ As for the obfervation made by Mr, Cooper in refpect to the 
military, it is almof too futile to deferve notice, Ifa foldier, how. 
ever, be an object of terror, the mid man will not find himiclf at 
eafe in the United States any more than in England, as he wall meet 
with foldiers in New-York, on Governor’s Hland, at Mifflin Fort 
near Philade}phia, at the forts on the North River, at Niagara, at 
Detroit, and at Ofwego, &c. on the lakes, and all through the 
weflern country, at the different poits which were eltablifhed by Gee 
neral Wayne. 

“ Inevery other refpect, what Mr, Cooper has faid of the United 
States holds good with regard to Canada; nay more, it muft cere 
tainly in addition be allowed by every unprejudiced perfon that has 
been in both countries, that morality and good order are much more 
confpicuous amongit the Canadians of every defecription, than the 
people of the States; drunkennefs 1s undoubtedly much lefs common 
amongft them, as is gambling, and alfo quarrels, 

** But independent of thefe inducements to fettle in Canada, there 
is ftill another circumftance which ought to weigh greatly with every 
Britifh emigrant, according to the opinion even of Mr. Cooper hime 
felf. After advifing his friends § to go where land is cheap and fers 
tile, and where it is in a progrefs of improvement,’ he recom. 
mends them ‘ to go fomewhere, if poffible, 1 the merghbourhood of 
@ few Englifs, whofe fociety, even in America, is interefting to 
an Englith fettler, who cannot entirely relinquifh the memoria tem. 
poris adi ;’ that is, as he particularly mentions in another paflage, 
‘ he will find their manners and converfation far more agreeable than 
thofe of the Americans,’ and, from being chiefly in their company, 
he will not be fo often tormented with the painful reflection, that he 
has not only left, but abfolutely renounced, his native couniry, and 
the men whom he once held dear above all others, and united himfelf, 
in their ftead, with people whofe vain boafts and ignorant affertions, 
however harfh and grating they may found to his ears, he muft liften to 
without murmuring. 

“* Now in Canada, particularly in Lower Canada, in the neigh. 
bourhood of Quebec and Montreal, an Englith fettler would tind 
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hinfelf furrounded by his countrymen; and although his moderate 
circumitances fhould have induced him to leave England, yet he woulg 
not be troubled with the difagreeable reflection that he had totally re. 
nounced his native land, and fworn allegiance to a foreign power: 
he would be able to confider, with hearttelt farisfaction, that he was 
living under the protection of the country wherein he had drawn his 
firft breath ; that he was contributing to her profperity, and the wel. 
fare of many of his countrymen, while he was meliorating his own 
fortune.’’ Pp. 238—z40. 


The mode of treating prifoners in the gaol of the city of 
Pennfylvania is deferving the attention of every govern. 
ment. 


¢¢ Punifhment by imprifonment, according to the laws of Pennfyl. 
vania, is impofed, not only as an expiation of patt offences, and an 
example to the guilty part of fociety, but for another purpofe, ‘re. 
garded by few penal codes in the world, the reform of the criminal, 
The regulations of the gaol are calculated to promote this effeét as 
foon as pofiible, fo that the building, indeed, deferves the name of a 

nitentiary houfe more than that of a gaol. As foon as a criminal 
1s committed tothe prifon he is made to wath ; his hair is thorn, and, 
if not decently clothed, he is furnithed with clean apparel ; then he 
is thrown into a folitary cell, about nine feet long and four wide, 
where he remains debarred from the fight of every living being ex. 
cepting his gaoler, whofe duty it is to attend the bare necetfities of his 
natvre, but who is forbidden, on any account, to {peak to him with. 
out there is abfolute occafion, If a prifoner is at all refractory, or 
if the offence tor which he is imprifoned is of a very atrocious na- 
ture, he is then confined in a cell fecluded even from the light of 
heaven. ‘This is the worft that can be inflicted upon him, 

‘©The gaol is infpected twice every week by twelve perfons ap. 

inted for that purpofe, who are chofen annually from amongtt the 
citizens of Philadelphia. Nor is it a difficult matter to procure thefe 
men, who readily and voluntarily take it upon them to go through 
the troublefome functions of the office without any fee or emolu- 
ment whatever. ‘They divide themfelves into committees ; cach of 
thefe takes it in turn, for a ftated period, to vifit every part of the 
prifon ; and a report is made to the infpectors at large, who meet to- 
gether at times regularly appointed. From the report of the com. 
inittee an opinion is formed by the infpectors, who, with the confent 
of the judges, regulate the treatment of each individual prifonet 
during his confinement. ‘This is varied according to his crime, and 
according to his fubfequent repentance. Solitary confinement in a 
dark cell is looked upon as the fevereft ufage ; next, folitary confine- 
ment in a cell with the admiffion of light; next, confinement ina 
gell where the prifoner is allowed to do fome fort of work ; laftly, 
Jabour in company with others. The prifoners are obliged to bathe 
twice every week, proper conyeniencies for that purpote being pro- 
vided within the walls of the prifon, and alfo to change their re 
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with which they are regularly provided. Thofe in folitary confine. 
ment are kept upon bre ad and water; but thofe who labour are al. 
lowed broth, porridge, pudi dings, and the like: meat is difpenfed only 
in {mall quanute: sy twice in the week. heir drink is water; on 


no pretence is any other beverage fuffered to be brought into the pri. 
fon, ‘This dict is found, by experience, to afford the prifoners 
ftrength fufficient to perform the labour that is impofed upon them ; 
whereas a more generous one would only ferve to render their tuinds 
Jefs humble and fubmiffive. ‘Thofe who labour are employed in the 
particul: ur trade to which they have been accuttomed, p srovided it can 
be carried on in the prifon ; if not acquainted with any, fome thing is 
foon found that they can do. One room ts fet apart for thoemakers, 
another for tailors, a third for carpenters, and fo on; and in the yards 
are ftone-cutters, fmiths, nailers, &c. &c. 

“¢ Exce pting the cells, which are at a remote part of the building, 
the prifon has the appearance of a large manufactory. Good order 
and decency prevail throughout, and the eye of a f{pectator is never 
aflailed by the fight of fach g ghaitly and fqu: ilid figures as are continually 
to be met with in our prifons ; fo far, alfo, isa vifitor from being in- 
fulted, that he is fcarcely noticed as he patles through the different 

wards. ‘The prifoners are forbidden to fpeak to eac h other without 
there is neceflity ; they are alfo forbidden to laugh, or to fing, or to 
make the fmallett ditturbance. An overfeer attends continually to fee 
that every one performs his work diligently ; and in cafe of the 
fmalleft refiftance to any of the regulations, the offender is immedi- 
ately caft into a folitary cell, to fubfift on bread and water till he re- 
turns to a proper fenfe of bis behaviour; but the dread all thofe have 
of this treatment, who have once experienced it, is fuch, that it is 
feldom found neceflury to repeat it. The women are kept totally 

apart from the men, and are employed in a manner fuitable to their 
fex. ‘The labourers all eat together in one large apartment ; and re- 
gularly , every Sunday, there is divine fervice, at which all attend, 

It is the duty of the ch: iplain to converfe at times with the prifoners, 
and endeavour to reform their minds and principles. ‘The infpectors, 
a they vifit the prifon, alfo do the fame; fo that when a prifone: 

s libe rated, he goes out, as it were, 2 new man; he has been ha. 
bhrussed to employ ment, and has received good inftru€tion: - The 
greateit care is alfo taken to find him employment the moment he 
quits the place of his confinement. Accor ing to the regulations, 
no perfon is allowed to vifit the prifon without permiiion ot the in- 
fpectors, ‘The greatetft care is alfo taken to preferve the health of the 
prifoners, and for thofe who are fick there are pr foper apartinents and 
good advice provided. The longett period of confinement is for a 
rape, which is not to be lefs than ten years, but not to exceed twenty- 
onc. For high treafon, the length of confinement is not to be lefs 
than fix nor more than twelve years. There are prifons in every 
county throughout Pennfylvania, but none as yet are eftablifhed on 
the — plan as that which has been deferibed. Criminals are fre- 
quently fent from other parts of ihe itate to receive ¢ punifhi nent in the 
prifo Li a Philadelphia, 
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¢ So well is this gaol conducted, that, inftead of being an ey, 
a it now annually produces a confiderable revenue to the {tate,” 


Pp» Q—Il. 


We did not expect to find any improvements in the 
mechanic arts in this volume, but as neceflity is the mother 
of invention, and manual labour is exceflively dear in Ame. 
rica, the natives have applied the powers of the {crew and 
lever to great advantage, by a novel contrivance, to a corn. 
mill. We infert an account of this for the benefit of our 
countrymen ; and though the licentioufnefs of an Englith 
mob has perfecuted an Arkwright, and expelled the inventor 
of the fly-fhuttle from his: native country, and the dread of 
its fury prevents the re-erection of the Albion Mills, or the 
general eftablifhment of faw-mills in Great Britain, their fo- 
vereignty, perhaps, will not be rouzed by fuch an eafy and 
fimple contrivance. 


«¢ About half a mile before you come to Wilmington is Brandy. 
wine River, remarkable for its mills, no lefs than thirteen being 
buile almoft clofe to each other upon it. ‘The water, juft above the 
bridge which is thrown over it, comes tumbling down with great 
violence over a bed of rocks ; and feats, at a very trifling expence, 
could be made for three times the number of mills already - built. 
Veflels carrying 1,000 buthels of wheat can come clofe up to them, 
and by means of machinery their cargoes are received from, or deli. 
vered ro, them in a very expeditious manner. 

«© Among the mills, fome are for flour, fome for fawing of wood, 
and others for ftone. The improvements which have been made in 
the machinery of the flour mills in America are very great. The 
chief of thefe confit in a new application of the f{crew, and the in. 
troduction of what are called elevators, the idea of which was evi- 
dently borrowed from the chain pump. The fcrew is made by ftick- 
ing fmall thin pieces of board, about three inches long and two wide, 
into a cylinder, fo as to form the fpiral line. This fcrew is placed in 
a horizontal pofition, and by turning on its axis it forces wheat or 
flour from one end of a trough to the other. For inftance, in the 
trough which receives the meal immediately coming from the ftones, a 
ferew of this kind is placed, by which the meal is fprced on, to the 
diftance of fix or eight feet, perhaps, into a refervoir ; from thence, 
without any manual labour, it is conveyed to the very top of the 
mill by the elevators, which confift of a number of fmall buckets of 
the fize of tea-cups, attached toa long band that goes round a wheel 
at the top, and another at the bottom of the mill. As the band re. 
volves round the wheels, thefe buckets dip into the refervoir of wheat 
or flour below, and take their loads up to the top, where they 
empty themfelves as they turn round the upper wheel. The elevators 
are inclofed in fquare wooden tubes, to prevent them from catching 
in any thing, and alfoto prevent duft. By means of thefe two fimple 
contrivances no manual labour is required trom the moment the wheat 
is 
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s taken tothe mill till it is converted into flour, and ready to be 
ae during the various procefles of {creening, grinding, fift. 
ings &c.’’ Pp. 205 216 


In the whole of this publication the reader will meet with 
much interefting information, and an agreeable recital of 
events. Mr. Weld is an ac ate obferver, and his ftyle, 
though not highly polifhed, is clear, plain, and fimple. This 
volume is embellithed with 16 plates, well defigned and ele- 
gantly engraved ; and thefe travels through North America 


will gratify every mind defirous of hiftorical knowledge. 





Art. III. Milner’s Hifory of Winchefter. 
(Concluded from Pp. 128 ) 


E could produce a thoufand inftances, not only of 

omiffions and perverfions in Hume’s Hiftory, where 
chriftianity and religion are concerned, but of defeét of infor- 
mation in the writer, on fubjects of great national importance, 
efpecially under the Saxon and Norman monarchs, but that is 
irrelevant to our fubjecét. 

Whenever architeCture isthe fubje&, Mr. Milner’s abilities 
are fupereminently confpicuous, and he appears perfectly con- 
verfant with the Saxon, Norman, and Gothic architeCture, 
which laft title he adopts from conviction of the propriety 
of the term, after ably difcufling Sir Chriftopher Wren’s 
Saracenic architeéture. Asacurious {pecimen, we extract his 
account of Bifhop Walchelin’s tower. 


«We have abundant fpecimens remaining of the work of the 
pbov e-mentioned Norman prelate. The moft confpicuous of thefe is 
the fquare maflive tower, 140 feet high, and 50 feet broad, which is 
feen, at the prefent day, in as perfect and firm a ftate, to all appear- 
ance, as when it was firft built 700 years ago, and which was cele- 
brated in ancient times for being the firmeft in all England.* Ie 
bears intrinfic evidence of the age in which it was built, in the gene- 
ral fimplicity and maffivenefs of its archite¢ture, in its circular win- 
dows, adorned with the chevron and billeted mouldings, and in the 
capitals and ornaments of its pillars. Itis frequently afked, why a 
tower of fuch great ftrength is deftitute of a fteeple? The Fat i is, it 
Was built before fteeples were invented, thefe being the natural growth 


— 





‘© Tila turris adhuc extat, fecundum latomos firmiffima inter 


omnes hujufmodi turres in regno Angliz.’’ Rudb. Hift. Maj. |. v. 
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248 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 
of the pointed arch, as we fhall elfewhere thew. The purpofes whick 


it Was intended to iedoes: were, in point of ufe, to ferve as a lanthom 
to the choir, which a€tually ftands in need of fuch a contrivance, 
and, in point of effect, to give an idea of height when viewed feos 
the nfide, a proportion which, no lef§ than length, the Normans 
affected to carry as far as poffible in their facred edifices. In proof of 
this we have te obferve, that the infide of the tower, in both its 
ftories above the prefent ceiling, and up to the very covering of it, 
is finifhed with the utmoft care, and adorned with various ornaments, 

chiefly thofe above-mentioned, and that a: leaft the lower ftory of it 
was actu: lly open unitl the reign of Charles I. The two tranfe pts 
were alfo the work of Walkelin, and though they have been the aa 
neglected of any part of the fabric, yet are they ina far more firm and 
fecure itate than any portion of the building that is of a later conttruc. 
tion. It is neceffary , however, in viewing this and other ancient 
fabrics, carefully to diftingui ith the original work from the alterations 
that have fince been introduced j into them. Of the fornier fort, are the 
walls, up to the very fummit of them, with their thin perpendicular 
buttrefles, and their narrow fimple mouldings, as alfo the interlaced 
arch work on the upper part of the fouth tranfept above the clock, 
forming, perhaps, the firt rudiment of the pointed arch extant in 
iE ngland. Of the fame date and workmanfhip are the whole of feve- 
ral windows in both tranfepts, being large and well proportioned, 
with circular heads, ornamented with the billetted mouldings, and 
fuyported, on each fide, by a plain Saxon pillar, with a rude kind of 
fquare frieze and cornice, refembling thofe which are feen between the 
lights in the tower. ‘The alterations that have been introduced into 
the tranfepts, fince the time of Walkelin, are chiefly found in the win. 
dows. A great proportion of thefe have been changed at different 
periods, and in various ftyles and fafhions. In many of them the cir. 
cular arch and billetted moulding i is [ are | left to remain, and a pointed 
window, with Gothic mullions, is inferted underthem. In others thefe 
have been quite taken away, and a pointed arch has been made to ree 
ceive the Gothic window. In like manner, the St. Catharine’s wheel, 
on the north front of the faid tranfept, is evidently of later date than 
the Norman founder. 

© The next of our Bifhops who fignalized himfelf in repairing his 

cathedral was that eminent prelate, Godfrey de Lucy. In the courfe 
of a century after the death of W alkelin, we may fuppofe that the 
Saxon works, which the latter had left rem: aining to the eaft of the high 
alcar, with the fmall tower over it, were become out of repair ; he ac- 
cordingly rebuilt them in the architecture of the times, beginning with 
the tower, which was begun and finifhed in the year 1200.’ VOL. Ie 


Pp. 12—14. 

With the Chroniclers and Monkith Hiftorians, Mr. Milner 
is better acquainted than any author whofe works we have 
ever yet reviewed. But he gives too implicit confidence, occa- 


fionally, to their marvellous narrations, and continues the age 
of 
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éf miracles to a later wrathan Proteffant divinesadmit. Few 
members of the Church of England would credit this aceount 


of St. Birinus. 


«© Proceeding from Genoa, through France, our apoftle came to the 
fea port on the channel, from which he was to embark for our ifland,. 
Here, having performed the facred mytteries, he left behind him what 
is called a corporal,* containing the bleffed facrament,t+ which he did 
not recolleét until the veffel, in which he failed, was fome way out at 
fea, It was in vain to argue the cafe with the Pagan failors who 
fteered the fhip, and it was impoflible for him to leave his treafure be. 
hind him. In this extremity, fupported by a ftrong faith, he ftept 
out of the fhip upon the waters, which became firm under his feet ; 
in fhort, he walked in this manner, to land, and, having fecured what 
he was anxious about, returned on board the veffel, in the fame man- 
ner, which, in the mean time, had remained ftationary in the place 
where he left it. The fhip’s crew were of the nation to which he 
was fent, who, being ftruck with the miracle which they had wit. 
nefled, lent a docile ear to his inftru€tions. ‘Thus our apoitle began the 
converfion of the Weft Saxons, before he landed upon their territory. 
This prodigy is fo well attefted { by the moft judicious hiitorians, 
that thofe who have had the greateft intereft to deny it, have not 
dared openly to dofo.’’ (vo. 1. Pp. 89, go.) 


The fudden death of Elfrid, when renewing an oath at St. 
Peter’s, Rome, (Pp. 146,) the wonderful walk of ‘Emma, over 
nine plough-fhares, without the leaft injury, (P. 682,) and the 
choaking of Earl Godwin’ by a morfel of bread, (Pp. 184,) 
would not be confidered, by every writer, as ‘* evident proots 
of divine juftice.”” On fuch fubje@ts we cannot concur with 
him, nor do we confider the authority of his ‘honeft John 
Stowe” of much confequence, when even-his Editor S¢rype, 
calls him, ‘‘the City’s feed Chronicler ;”’ or, Tru//el’s MS. fo 
often quoted by Mr. M. as indifputable evidence. 

If this author, who has certainly deteéted many errors of 
Warton, Lowth, Rapin, Hume, and even Carte, had confulted 
the Book of Domefday, Madox’s Hiftory of the Exchequer, 
Alfred’s Will, publifhed at Oxford, the Saxon Laws, Hicks’s 
Thefaurus, Rymer’s Foedera, &c. &c. he would have difcovered 
the ignorance of many of the Monkith writers, and avoided 
many of their blunders. For inftance, he would never have 
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* “ Corporalia, ut ita dicuntur. Will. Malm. De Geft. 
Pontif. 1. 11.” 

t “ John Brom. rp. 755. Ed. Twyf”’ 

~ Gul. Malm. Floren, Wigorn. Ranulph. Higden. John 
Brompton, Capgrave, &c.”’ 
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250 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 
ftated that in the reign of Henry EIT. “ the Judges were foog 


in number, who went the circuit of the who/e kingdom, once 
in every year,’ when fo early as the twenty-fecond year of 
Henry II. there were fix diftrits, and three Judges for 
each ; he would not have admitted, with Truffel, that “ Ear 
Waltheof was the firft perfon that was tried by his peers,” if 
he had been converfant in the Saxon laws; and he would have 
known that not only the Abbey of St. Mary’s, but St. Peter's, 
Winchefter, was an entire Barony, of Royal Foundation under 
the Saxon monarchy, for their faperiors ranked as peers, 
(Domefday 43.) Had fuch records been confalted by him, he 
would have found alfo that not only the inferior Clergy were 
allowed to marry, but Canons of the Charch of St. Martin’s, 
Dover, for their fons frequently fucceeded to the fituation of 
their fathers; and he would have known the confequence of 
the Roll of Winchefier, becaufe Robert Bruis held not of the 
crown in capite, till his name was enrolled in fuch record, 
«© poflquam liber feriptus fuit de Wintonia.”” Domefday 332. b. 

In fome departments Mr. M. difplays great refearch, and 
much penetration g and antiquaries will meet with an elegant 
illuftration of the celebrated Crux Antiguarorum, the puzzle of 
thefe learned gentlemen,the ancient Cathedral Font of Winchef- 
ter. (VoL. 11, P. 183.) Mr. M. in general, is very correct inde- 
cyphering old infcriptions, of which he gives numerous in- 
{tances ;. but we fubmit to his confideration whether in the 
Charter of Edward the Confeffor to the Church of St. 
Swithun’s, the words, Gop-BE-GETE, fhould not be Gop Hk 
GETE, thatis, GOD HE GAVE LT, inftead of his Gaod-dezot, or 
Cod-bevate, and shat the B has been inferted for H. To his 
etymology aliv of ordeal (VoL. 1. Pp. 182.) or, great, and deal, 
udgement, we canby no means affent, for it is fynonimous with 
the German Urie/, that correfponds to verdict, vere-didium, a 
corruption of trve-/e//, the fame confonants if we confider D 
and rT as letters of the fame organ. 

We cannot but caution our readers againft fome refle&tions 
on Archbifhop Cranmer, and the Englith Reformers, nor can 
ve acquictce in his ftatement, that ‘the Clergy in general 
who fucceeded the difplaced, (Romifh Priefts,) according to 
the character of them, given by unprejudiced hiftorians, were 
ill qualified to repair the lofs which the public had fuffered in 
theformer.”” He (tates, that laws were enaéted by Protef- 
tants again{t herefy, who ‘had made the perfecutions, which 
they had fuffered, one of the chief pretexts for overturning the 
eltablithment both in church and {tate.” We, however, per- 
fectly coincide in opinion with him relative to Dr. Benjamin 
Houdly, the great champion of the Lew Church, (VOL. 1}. 
P. 445-) 
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Milner’s Hifory of Winchefter. o5% 
p. 445.) and the juftice of his obfervations relative to his 
medallion in the nave of the Cathedral. 


¢ Nor can the eye, in this fituation, be retrained from fixing on 
that inimitable medallion of Bifhop Hoadley, againtt the pillar, on the 
left hand, over his tomb and epitaph. The hard ftone here affumes the 
foft foldings of the prelate’s filken ornaments, and the cold warble 1s 
animated with his living, {peaking features, But what an incongruous 
affociation of emblems do we here find crouded in the margin! The 
democratic pike and cap is in faltire with the paftoral crofier, Magna 
Charta is blended with the new feripture, as equally the fubjett of the 
Bifhop’s meditations. In vain, however, we look for the mafk and dag. 
er to record the dramatic labours of the deceafed, from which he is cer- 
tainly entitled toas much honour as from moft of his other writings. One 
remark more will {trike us before we lofe fight of this monument, 
The column againft which it is placed has been cut away to a confi- 
derable depth, in order to make place for it, evidently to the weaken. 
ing of the whole fabric. Thus it may be faid with truth of Dr. 
Hoadley, that, both living and dying, he undermined the church of 
which he was a prelate. (VoL. 11. Pp. 32, 33.) 


ag author juftly argues on the fubje&t of the cru- 
ades. 


 Tthas been the fafhion, ever fince Voltaire fet the example, for mo« 
dern writers to {pend all theireloquence in declamations againft the cru- 
fades, being little aware that we are indebted to them for not wearing 
the turban, and {wearing by Mahomet at the prefent day. Let it be 
remembered that, about the time of the crufades, thofe wide wafting 
barbarians, whofe primary rule of conduét was the extirpation of all 
unbelievers in the Koran, had already fubdued all the civilized coun- 
tries of Afia and Africa, and, being mafters of Spain, on one fide of 
Europe, and of Greece, with the neighbouring provinces, on the other, 
hemmed in the Chriftian ftates within narrow bounds, and would in. 
fallibly have reduced them, one after another, but for thofe affocia. 
tions of the braveft warriors throughout the feveral kingdoms, 
which fucceilively harrafled them in the heart of their ftrength, and 
found them fufficient employment at home, during the ages of their 
greateftprowefs and enterprize.’’ (VoL. 1. P. 266y note.) 


_ As a topographical work, replete with interefting informa- 
tion to the admirers of antiquity, the architecture of the mid- 
dle ages, and curious siaedl in general, the prefent volumes 
are entitled to a high rank. The frontifpiece is by Turner, 
the engravings are executed by Paj/s, from the drawings of 
Cave, under the the fuperintendance of Mr. Milner. 
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Art. IV. Proceedings of the Afficiation for promoting the 

Difcovery of the Interior Parts of Africa; containing an 
Abfiraét of Mr. Park’s Account of his Travels and Dif- 
coveries, abridged from his own Minutes. By Bryan 
Edwards, Efq. A/fo Geographical Iluftrations of Mr, 
Pavk’s “Fourney ; and of North Africa, at large, By 
Major Reynell. 4to. Pp. 162. Printed for the Affo- 
ciation, by Bulmer. 1798. Not fold. 


R. Mungo Park having left Great Britain, May, 179s, 

with a view to explore the interior parts of Africa, 
departed from Pifania, on the Gambia, in December, the 
fame year, and travelled through countries into which it is not 
known that a fingle European ever before penetrated. After 
an abfence of a year and a half he returned to Pifania, to his 
friend and hoft, Dr. Laidley, who had long given him up for 
loft. Mr. Park is, it would appear, a man exceHently qua- 
lified, by vigour of conftitution and intrepidity of fpirit, to 
encounter the difficulties and dangers of fo adventurous a 
journey, and, by exactnefs of obfervation, acutenefs, and 
{trength of underitanding, to afcertain the geographical fitua- 
tion and divilions, the phyfical and moral ftate, of thofe before 
unexplored regions. ‘Lhe object of the memoirs betore us 
we fhall give the reader, in the words of the committee in 
their introduction :— 


‘© From the notes and memorandums which he kept as he paffed, 
and the materials he collected as occation offered, it is propofed, that 
he fhall prepare a Journal, or Narrative, of his Progrefs and Difco- 
veries ; the cafualties he met with, and the obfervations which 
occurred to him in the courfe of his journey. The intelligence he 
gives is interefting and important ; and the knowledge he has acquired 
cannot fail to promote, in an eminent degree, the views and pur- 
pofes of the Affociation.”’ 


Such a work is preparing by the African traveller ; but 
while he is arranging the materials, and reducing the whole 
into a regular detail, it is thought advifeable, by the African 
Affociation, we are farther told, “* in order to gratify, in 
fome degree, that powerful curiofity which Mr. Park’s return 
cannot fail to have excited in the minds of the fubfcribers, 
that an epitome, or abftraSt, of his principal difcoveries 
fhould be laid before them, while the larger work is 
preparing.” 

From the ab{ftra& we have great reafon to conclude, that 
the public will, from Mr. Park’s own work, derive much 
amuiement, information, and inftrution ; that his a 
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qill contain a variety of new difcoveries to gratify the curious, 


and of ufeful knowledge for the praétical confideration of the 
trader and politician; of frefh fubjects belonging to the 
natural and moral world, for the contemplation of the phi- 
Jofopher. 

December 2, 1795, Mr. Park departed from the manfion 
of his friend, Dr. Laidley, and bent his courfe eaftward, 
accompanied and guided by two Negroes, natives of the coun- 
try; the one of whom, {peaking Englith tolerably, acted as 
interpreter. “The Door having alfo prefented him a horfe 
for himfelf, and two affes for his fer ants, he proceede d to 
Woolli, from that to Bondowu; he had hitherto been well 
treated, and was, on the whole, well ufed at Bondou ; for, 
though the King of that place {tripped him of his coat, he 
prefented him with fome gold duit, and plenty « f provifions. 

It appears that the parts of Africa through which Mr, Park 
travelled are inhabited by three races, or, more probably, by 
two, with the third compofed of the mixture of the two: 
the Moors and Mandingoes, or pure Negroes, and the Fou- 
Jahs—the Moors chiefly inhabit the northern quarter of thofe 
regions, along the fkirts of the great defart ; the Mandingoes, 
more fouthern countries; and the Foulahs are intermixed 
with both. Indeed, the three races very frequently inter- 
mingle in the way of commerce ; there feems‘to be a fimilar 
difference between the Moors and Mandingoes of Africa, as 
between the Mahometans and Gentoos in India. The Man- 
dingoes are pagans, and of a mild, peaceable difpofition, while 
the Moors are bigots to the Mahometan faith ; are the moft 
treacherous, cruel, and fanguinary of mankind, at leaft of 
thofe who have not joined fyitematic atheifin to difregard for 
virtue, order, and property. “The Foulahs, though by no means 
fo bad as the Moors, yet are far from poflefling the mildnefs, 
benevolence, and hofpitality of the Mandingoes. The King 
of Bondou was of the tribe of the Foulahs. Having met with 
the King of Caffan’s nephew, he was conduéted to the capital 
ef that country, where, as a white man, he excited great 
curiofity ; and was detained by the King and his brother for 
three weeks. The vanity of thefe perfonages was gratified 
by the exhibition of the white man to the inhabitants, as a 
fhow ; but, in other re{peéts, they behaved with great kindnefs. 
Here Mr. Park firft learned, for certainty, the death of Major 
Houghton, and that he had perifhed among the Moors ; 
but, in what manner, they either would not, or could not, 
defcribe. He next proceeded to Caarta, a Mandingo coun- 
try, where he was very kindly entertained ; thence he intended 
totakea fouth-cafterly dire€tion through the kingdom of Bam- 
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barra, in order to arrive at the Niger, called by the natives 
Jolliba, or Great River ; but was advifed, in Caarta, to take 
a circuitous courfe, as Bambarra was then at war with 
Caarta; and, if he went ftraitway out of the latter into 
the former, he might be confidered as a fpy, and endanger 
his life; he, therefore, took a more northerly courfe, and 
arrived at Jarra, a country occupied by the Moors ;_ havin 

reafon to apprehend treachery at Jarra, he left it, while the 
interpreter afraid of being detained as a flave, refufed to 
accompany him farther. ‘Thence he went on to Duna, and 
on his arrival in that town the Moors furrounded him; 
*¢ they harrafied him with fhouts of infult, fpit in his face, 
and feized his baggage, robbing it of what things they fan- 
cied.”’ Purfuing his journey, he was, in a few days, while 
refting in the hut of a friendly Negro, furrounded by a party 
of Moors, who carried him to the camp at Benarm, near the 
great defart, and prefented him to their chieftain, or King, 
Ali. Of the camp, and his reception there, he gives the 
following account :—‘* It prefented to the eye a great number 
of dirty-looking tents, {cattered, without order, over a large 
fpace of ground; and among the tents were feen herds of 
camels, bullocks, and goats.” When the arrival of a white 
man was made known, he was furrounded by fuch crouds 
that he could fearcely walk : the ladies were the molt curious 
and inquifitive, and amufing inftances of this are mentioned ; 
nor were they wanting in compaflion for his fufferings, from 
the cruelty and penurioufnefs of the Moors, who only allowed 
him one meal; but they durft not afford him relief, fo that 
he was almoft ftarving ; all his effets were taken from him: 
oppreffed, at the fame time, with a burning fever, his fitua- 
tion was truly deplorable. A full recital, however, of his 
dittreffes is referved for his own work. At laft he effected 
his efcape, determined to rifk perifhing in the woods of 
hunger, or by the fury of wild beafts, rather than remain any 
longer in his prefent dreadful fituation; the occafion and 
means of his efcape, and the rifque that he incurred, are ree 
ferved for his own narrative, 

As a fpecimen of the manners of thefe Moors the following 
circumftance is narrated:—‘* Hearing, one morning, the 
found of drums, and fhouts of joy, Mr. Park was informed, 
that a wedding was celebrating in one of the om, sage! 
tents: an old woman foon alice entering the hut in whic 
our traveller was confined, with a bowl in her hand, told 
him the had a prefent from the bride, and immediately dif- 
charged the contents in his face, Finding that it was the fame 
fort of Aoly water with which, among the Hottentots, - 
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rieft is faid to fprinkle a new-married couple, Mr. Park 
began to fufpect that the old lady was actuated by mifchief or 
malice ; but fhe gave him ferioufly to underftand that it was 
a nuptial benediétion from the bride’s own perfon, and which, 
on {uch occafions, is always received by the young unmarried 
Moors as a mark of diftinguifhed favour.” 

From the abftra& given here we may expect a moft in- 
terefting and affeéting account from Mr. Park himfelf, of his 
thoughts and feelings when efcaped from the ‘land of thieves 
and murderers.”’ Having fortunately found his horfe, he tra- 
verted a defart country for two days ; oppreffed by hunger and 
the moft tormenting thirft, he came to the huts of fome 
Foulah fhepherds, where he was very kindly entertained. 
Having entered the dominions of the i he €xperienced 
much kindnefs, and wandered for fifteen days, till, at length, 
on the fixteenth, he beheld, flowing through’a very extenfive 
town, Sego, the capital of Bambarra, and, flowing from weft 
to caft, the majeftic Niger. “The King ot Bambarra himfelf 
appears to have been well-difpofed towards Mr. Park, but, 
atraid of incenfing the Moors, great numbers of whom were 
in his capital, he fent him money to purchafe fifty days pro- 
vifions, and to condué him out of his dominions on the road 
to Tombuctoo. Sego, as defcribed by Mr. Park, with the 
adjacent country, wore an appearance of magnificence and 
cultivation which he did not expect to find in the heart of 
Africa. Before the King of Bambarra had taken meafures, 
Mr. Park had recourfe to the hofpitality of a poor Negro 
woman :—** She led him to a cottage, procured him an ex- 
cellent fupper of fifh, and plenty x a for his horfe ; after 
which fhe fpread a mat for him upon the floor.”—The 
good woman having performed the rites of hofpitality towards 
himfelf, called in the female part of her family, and made 
them fpin cotton for a great part of the night. They light- 
ened their labour by fongs, one of which mutt have been 
compofed extempore, for our traveller was himfelf the fubje& 
of it; and the air was, in his opinion, the fweeteft and moft 
plaintive he had ever heard. ‘The words, as may be expected, 
were fimple, and may be literally tranflated as follows :— 
‘« The winds roared, and the rain fell. The poor white 
man, faint and weary, came and fat under our tree. He has 
no mother to bring him milk—no wife to grind his rice.” 
Chorus.—** Let us pity the white man—no mother has he, 
&c. &c.” Simple as the words are, they are natural and 
affeting ; and contain a curious allufion to the ftate of man- 
ners in favage life, in which the women perform all the 
domeftic duties. 
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Our traveller learned from the guide that condudted him te 
Silla from Sego, that it would be very dangerous for him to 
roceed onwards to Tombucoo, as the northern banks of the 
Niger were chiefly in the poffeflion of the Moors to Tom. 
buétoo. Finding there was little hopes of efcaping from 
Tombuétoo, fhould he arrive at that city, he got all the 
information concerning its fize, population, the manufactures, 
trade, and manners of the inhabitants, that he could colle&, 
He now determined to return along the fouthern bank of the 
Niger, which was more beyond the reach of the Moors. 
Being now wholly among the Negroes, he had an opportunity 
of minutely obferving their manners, difpofitions, opinions, 
manufactures, and arts. Hofpitality is confidered as one of 
the firft moral duties. This exertion of benevolence Mr. 
Park daily experienced, and others he often obferved. They 
belicve in a Supreme Being, and in a future ftate of rewards 
and punifhments, appointed for good and bad men. This 
important belief Mr. Park declares to be univerfal among 
them. We are informed in the abftra@t, that Mr. Park’s 
narrative will, contain an accurate account of the vegetable 
and animal produétions of this part of Africa ; the charaCer 
of the natives; the agriculture and manufactures ; modes of 
living, manners, fuperititions, wars, police, and govern- 
ment; arts, commerce, efpecially thofe branches of the laft 
conneéted with Europeantrade; all which his travels through 
the Negroes enabled him to inveftigate. Mr. Park traced the 
Niger to its fource, which he found to be at a {mall village, 
called Sankari. Soon after, being confined by ficknefs, he 
experienced the moft benevolent attention from a Negro, 
named Carfa Taura. Wifhing to return to the Gambia, but 
a defart of five hundred miles intervening, he was obliged to 
Wait until kis friend Carfa fhould be ready to crofs it, with a 
caravan of flaves, which did not happen till five uaceithis after 
Mr. Park’s recovery. In that time, by converfing with his 
hoft, and other Negroes, he much increafed his know ledge of 
thofe countries. The abftract of his travels, drawn up by 
Bryan Edwards, muft raife very high expectations of Mr, 
Park’s deftined work ; expetations, which thofe who know 
him concur in thinking his accuracy of obfervation, difcri- 
minating and vigorous mind, fully qualified him to fulfil. 
A mott important geographic: al difcovery by Mr. Park, 
the courfe of the Niger, which he has afcertained to be cond 
weit to ea {t, as affirmed many ages ago by Herodotus: he 
alfo fub{tantiates the account of the Lolophagi, fo long deemed 
fabulous. ‘The more difcovery is increafed, the more mani- 
feltly does the abfurdity appear of that ipe ‘cies of incredulity 
which 








Belfham’s Memoirs of the Houfe of Brunfwick..  agy 


which obftinately denies hiftorical allegations fupported by 
teftimony, becaufe without the range of its own confined 
experience. : 

{n Major Rennell’s reafunings on the geographical difca- 
veries of Mr. Park, there is, as might be expect ed from the 
author, great knowledge and moit ingenious inference, with 
confiderable probability of juft conjecture, efpecially on the 
farther courfe and difcharge of the Niger. 

We wait with impatience for an opportunity of confidering 
the interefting and important travels, difcoveries, and con- 
clufions of Mr. Park, when fully given to the world by 
himfelf. 
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Art. V.. Memoirs of the Kings of Great Britain of the Houfe 
of Brunfwick-Lunenburg. By W. Belfham. 2 Vols. 8vo. 
Pp. 788. Price 14s. Robinfons, London. 1798. 


VV* proceed to accompany Mr. Belfham, according toa 
chronological fucceffion of events; though, by adopt- 
ing this progreflive arrangement, we deviate from his con- 
fuled mode of writing. In our critique on his ‘* Hiftory, 
from the Revolution tothe Acceffion of the Houfe of Hanover,” 
we obferved, that he defpifed giving references or authorities 5 
but we findthat, when he was a younger man, he abounded in 
quotations, and delighted in extracts. One circumftance, how- 
ever, appears remarkably ftrange, efpecially when we recol- 
le&t, that “he is the beft poet that feigns moft ;’’ that his 
principal vouchers to character are felected from the writings 
of Pope, and, confequently, that the Aiforic truth of Mr. 
Belfham depends on the malignant and rancorous fatires of the 
Dunciad From fuch impure fource does this fcribbler draw 
the ttreams that He circulates ; and in fuch waters, warped and 
diftorted by the gufts of party-virulence, it is impoflible that 
a faithful delineation of perfons, or forms, can be reflected ; 
yet, in fuch a mirror, mult a modern reader view the refem- 
blance of Lords Hervey, Chefterfield, TTownfhend, and Scar- 
borough ; Bifhops Herring and Secker; and the patriots, 
Shippen and Pelham. For the charaéter of Charles the 
XI ith, of Sweden, he gives us an extraét from Johnfon’s 
Imitation of Juvenal; for a picture of the melancholy decay 
of Scotland, in confequence of the Union, he gives us the 
language of the antient Bard of Caledonia :— 


*€ Thave feen the walls of Balclutha, but they were defolate. The 


hre had refounded in the halls, but the voice of the people is heard no 
MOre. 
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mare. The ftream of Clutha was removed from its place by the fall of 
the walls. The thiitle fhook there its lonely head ; the mofs whiitle 
to the wind. The fox looked out from the windows ; the rank grafs 
of the wall waved round his head. Defolate is the dwelling of 
Moina ; filence is in the houfe of her fathers.’’ Pp. 369, vou. . 


It is poffible, however, that Mr. B. may not mean to tranf- 
mit authentic hiffory, for he has here adopted the French 
infignific ant title of A’emzirs, and therefore he may only de- 
fien to write what he re members. To this. fuggeftion, how. 
ever, we cannot eafily accord, fince this acute and learned 
author feels himfelt highly indignant, becaufe Coxe has indif. 
criminately coupled his name with the fuperficial Smollets, 
(vid. late Preface.) However lightly we may eftimate the 
writer of Roderick Random, as an hiftorian, he certain! 
knew men and manners much better than Mr. Belfham; he 
is, in general, confi{tent in his defcriptions, and polfefled, at 
lealt, equal information with him. But, in A:ffory, we ex- 
pect not empty declamation, or pretty poetry ; we look for 
the foundation of modern Britifh hiftory in the Journals of the 
Houfes of Parliament, the Statutes at Large, official Gazettes, 
and State Papers ; authentic Records, preferved in our public 
Libraries ; Hatfel’s Precedents, the State Trials, public Trea- 
ties, &c. To thefe, however, Mr. B. has not had the leatt 
recourfe ; for he has not cited one paflage from fuch autho- 
rities, though he frequently refers to the works of the philo- 
fophic Frederic of Pruffia, Lord Melcombe, and feraps of 
poetry, in proof of his ftatements. If our youth continue to 
derive their knowledge of the Englifh Conftitution, and the 
laws of their country, from fuch garbled compilations, we 
fhall foon find them as ignorant of the real {tate of the nation, 
in the eighteenth century, as are fome modern young ladies, 
perfectly acquainted with the Rece/s of Mifs Lee, the Re ofes, and 
other hiftorie al Romances, of the true events that occurred in 
the reigns of Elizabeth, and the Plantagenets. Such publi- 
cations, in which fiction and truth are blended, if poflible, are 
ten times more deftructive than novels in general ; for they 
incapacitate the mind for the reception of correét information, 
by the falfe ideas previoufly implanted. 

But to recur more immediately to the publication before us. 
In a late number we exhibited a fpecimen of Mr. B.'s 
mafterly pencil, in the portrait of Lord Clarendon. We will 
now difplay a few lines of the face of Louis the X1Vth: 
he was * vain, unfeeling, unprincipled, haughty, ambitious § 
the ruling paffion of his life was the thirft of GLORY.” 
(P. 129. VOL. 1.) He was haughty, that is, “‘ he was generous, 


” affable . 














’ a ¥ a Oey . ida 
Belfham’s Memoirs of the Houfe of Brunfwick. 259 


affable, condefcending.” (P. I 20.) He was ‘ unfee!! ing, ” yet 
«« his heart was foftened by diftrefs :”” (1bid.) ‘He ns SE ery 
ledyged, W hen too late to rectify his error, that he had formed 
miflaken opinions re{fpecting that g/ory which he had been fo 
anxioufly folicitous to acquire ;” (i/id.) yet he had been a 
« munificent patron and rew arder of merit. Under his reign 
great characters were formed ; great public works, both of 
ornament and utility, couftratte d. Science, and the arts, 
flourithed under his aufpices, and a new Auguitan age 
appeared.” When Louis wrote the letter to the Count 
d’Eftrades, wherein he ftated ‘* that he aims at glory, pre- 
ferable to any other confideration,’” he had more expanded 
notions of the meaning of that word than Mr. B. who appears 
to confine it to martial glory. It Mr. B. underftands the Greek 
language, (which we much doubt;) for, {peaking of the 
pragmatic fanébio 1, in a pragmatical note, he obferves, the 
term ‘* pragm atic,” univerfally applied to this famous edié, 
is ufed in a fenfe fo uneommon, that it may be pardonable ex 

paffant, to remark its derivation from the Greek TORY ILATIVOC, 
carrying with it the complex meaning of a public al weighty 
fanction ;"’) when 7927 sarrzafignit es neither public nor weighty, 
but /imply active fanétion, we advife him to tranflate this word 
into that language, and then he will find that Ac? ba, which 
fignifies glory, is, at the fame time, a real definition of it 
and a definition pregnant with confeque ‘nces. ‘This word 
properly means opinion, and is made ufe of to denote glory, 
as confifting 1 in the good opinion which the world has of us. 
Ev defy enety is to be in the goad opinion of others, and doximos 
is one of whom the public has a good opinion. Louis, pro- 
bably, was a better fcholar than fuch a biographer. 

In the fame fpirit of felf-contradiétion, he fays, ‘* in con- 
templating the hiltory of this reign, (George I.) we have jutt 
caufe to lament the weakneffes and dofeéts ot lie external fyftem 
of policy by riage th its counfels were influenced ;” (VOL. 1. 

p. 264.)--In p. 262 he had obferved, that “ if we cannot 
always aad the juitice, or the wifdom of his counfels, 
it muft, at leaft, be acknow! edged, that they were enforced 
with an extraordinary degree of vigour and fuccefs.” 

In the quotations of Belfham verfus Beltham, we have 
confined our extracts to two adjoining pages: were we to 
review Sir Robert W ‘alpole’ S character, at length, who is 

reprefented as pufil/lanimous and vigorous, phlegmatically indif- 
ferent, yet of a clear and majculine underjlanding, our readers 
would {tare with aftonifhment. But Mr. B. though a difl- 
fenter, and a ftrong enemy to ‘* CHURCH AUTHORITY, the 
chimera vam img flames,” has copied a part of an able and 
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animated oration of Lord Lanfdowne, on the neceffity of 
retaining the Tef? and Corporation Aéts :-— 


‘6 This nobleman declared, § That he always underftood the AQ 
of Toleration to be meant as an indulgence for tender confciences, not 
a licenfe for hardened ones—and that the AG@ to prevent oce: fional 
conformity was defi; med only to correct a partes ir crime of parti. 
cular men, in W hich none were included but th of e follow ers of Judas 
who came to the Lord’s Supper for no other end but to fell and betray 
him. It is to me (faid ic Lordihip) a matter of aftonifhment, to 
hear the merit of Diffenters fo highly extolled and magnified within 
thefe walls. Who is there among us, but can tell of fome anceftor 
either fequeftered or murdered by them? Who voted the Lords ufe. 
lefs? The Diffenters. Who abolithed Epifcopacy ? The Diffenters, 
Who deitroyed freedom of Parliament? The Diileniers. Who in. 
troduced government by ftanding armies? The Diffenters. Who 

wathed their hands in the blood of their martyred Sovereign? The 
Diffenters. Have they repented ? No—they glory i in their wicked. 
nefs at this day. ‘That they have remained not only quiet, but have 
appeared zealous in the fupport of the prefent eftablifhment, is no 
wonder: for who but themfelves, or their favourers, have been 
thought worthy of countenance? If univerfal difcontent pervades, at 
this time, all ranks of people throughout the nation, the reafon is 
plain, flagrant, and notorious. It arifes from the infolence and the 
prefumption of the Diffenters—from their open infults of the Clergy 
—from their public vindication of the murder of King Charles I, 
and their vile reflections upon the memory of Queen Anne, ever dear 
to the people of England ; befides other indecent and arrogant pro. 
vocations, too many to enumerate, too prieroes to endure. And if 
all this is done, not only with impunity, but with authority and 
reward, is there not more than fufficient reafon for jealoufy ? a jea- 
loufy, ‘whi ich this new attempt to break down all the fences and 
boundaries of the church at once will certainly have no ten: = to 
extinguith. If, indeed, (concluded his Lordthip, ) there are indivi- 
duals imongit them who pretend to peculiar merit, let them - ind 
forth, and cle arly and explicitly ftate their claims—for God forbid 
but that all of them fhould have their deferts!’’ vot. 1. Pp. 181—18}. 


Of the judgement difplayed in the fele@tion of fpeeches of 
Members in the Houfe of Commons we extraét a portion of 
Mr. Carew’s fpeech in favour of Parliamentary Reform :— 


«© Such was the degraded and corrupt ftate into which the national 
reprefentation had fallen, fince the eftablifhment of Septennial Parlia- 
ments, that there were Gentlemen in that Houfe who never faw the 
borough which fent them thither; who, perhaps, would be ata lofs 
even to recollect its name ; and who were obliged to have recourfe to 
the Court Calendar to inform them of whom they were the reprefen- 
fativess” VOL. II, P. 145. 


Mr, 





ie 
ar 


r 


—=— =F, 


Belfham’s Memairs of the Houfe of Brunfwick. 26% 
Mr. B. fays, in a note on fuch mifreprefentations and 


falfehoods— 


«The fpeech of Mr. Carew does not contain words of empty 
found, ha for the mere purpofe of embarrafling the admini ftra. 
tion, but that it exhibits the real fentiments of his wvder/fand ling, and 
the genuine feelings of hisheart. And it may be rem: hed, that the 

value and utility of exertions of this nature are not to be eftimated by 
the adv rantage they § 1M? nediatel ly produce. Mr. C Care w and Mr. S5 4 
denham yet Jpeak in b ifory; nor willit ultimately be found that fuch 
men fpeak i in vain. In our own times, the orations of Mr. Fox, in 
fupport of his feveral motions for the re peal of the. Teft and Penal 
St: ATULCS, were negatived by great m. \jorities ; but are thefe generous 
efforts in the caufe of truth and liberty therefore loft ? No p eee 9 
they will produce their effect at the deftined period on minds more 
fufceptible of improvement, and lefs under the dominion of preju- 


dice— 





‘ When Statefmen, Heroes, Kings, in duft repofe, 


Whofe fons fhall bluth their fathers were his foes.’ (p. 143.) 


If the reader is defirous of being acquainted with Mr. B’s 
opinions relative to hiftoric compofition he will find them thus 
detailed :— 

“ Taking it for all in all, Hume’s Hiftory of England may per- 
haps be juttly regarded as the greateit eff ort of hiftoric genius Which the 
world ever faw. His ph lilof phic i impartiality, approuching, indeed, 
occafionally, the confines of indifference, his profound fagacity, his 


Pet & aAemae - 
iclection and arrangement, the 
5 


diligence of refearch, his felicity o 


dignified elegance of his ityle, which yet rarely afpires to elewation 
< - < d é , i 

. a . ' ' ’ ’ a1 . 

or energy—all combine to itamp upon this work the charaéteriftics of 


i - . . 
high and indifputable excellence. With fuch happinefs, and with 
touches fo mafierly, are the principal perion ‘g es of his hiftory deline. 


ated, that a more ‘clear and perfect idea is frequently con veyed by Mr. 
Hume, ina fe v line 3, than we are able ia teiive from the elaborate 
Reslicaions | of Lord Clarendon, whofe hiitorical portraits, though 


drawn certainly with great accuracy y and clofenefs ot obfervation, are 


finifhed rather in the ltyle of the Flemifh than the Roman f{chool.’”’ 
VOL Il. P 350. 


It may appear ftrange that genius is a more effential requi- 
fite to form an able hiitorian, in the ideas of this writer, than 
a knowledge of facts, a faithful narration, and undeviating 
adherence to truth. But accuracy and faéts are facrificed by 
both thefe writers, to the delufive harlot, refined elegance. 
Neither Hume nor Belfham was ever ‘‘ diligent in refearch,”’ 
their «¢ phile fophic impartiality approaching, indeed, occa- 
fionally, the confines of indifference,” is nearly allied to theif- 
tical foeptic jm, and an unconfcientia ous mifreprejentation of 

events: 
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events: if Hume gives a “‘ clear and perfect idea,”’ it is genes 
rally a delutive one ; 1f Belfham pourtrays a face, it is merely 
a varnithed {kin, without a mufcle, a line, or expreflion, in 
the countenance. “The “ great accuracy and clofenefs of ob. 
fervation” difplayed by Lord Clarendon, will be {tudied by 
pofterity, when the hiltoric fummer-flics, Hume and Belfbam, 
will be no more, and their ** unelevated dignity” be reduced to 
athes. Every man of tafte or feeling will form juft con 
ceptions of Mr. B.’s abilities, as a connoifleur in fostoige 
when {peaking of the Arts and Sciences, at the conclutfion of 
the reign of George II. he ftates, that //7/ton began to rife 
into fame. What, has Revdiliac no merit? Are the monu- 
ments of Sir Peter Warren, Handel, Hargreaves, Nightin- 

ale, to yield the palm to the ac curately chizzeled pen of a 

Nilton ? No—Roubiliac’s fame will be as durable as his 
marble, and the ftatutes of this artift will be admired, when 
thofe of a Bacon, a Banks, a Nollekens, a Flaxman, anda 
Damer, fhall be negle&ed. 

The ftyle of this writer is frequently affected and verbofe, 
Thus {peaking of the earthquake at Lifbon, the ‘ fhocks 
were not of the horizontal but vartrcofe fpecies ;” for fche- 
dules, he ufes Spanith ‘* Ceduda’s of initrudiion ;”” for colour, 
color; for conte mporar y, cotemporary, in the language of Bentley, 
a dow nright barbari{m: for the Latins never ufe co for con, 
except before a vowel—as co-equal, co-eternal , but beforea 
confonant they either retain the N, as contemporary, confil- 
tution, or melt it into another letter, as collecion, compres 
henfion; fo that we may fay of cotemporary, that it is a 
word of fuch a copo/ition that the adopter of it is not entitled 
to the cogratulations of the learned world. He has “ concife 
epitome,” and frequent Latin phrafes, ‘* experimentum crucis’ 

—** re infedia, Sc. Se.” but fat fapienti, 
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(Continued from P. 122.) 


oe wife ordinances pafled at this period of the Scot- 
tifh hiftosy, however ufeful in themfelves, were by 
no. means pleafing to him, whofe exceffes of encroach- 
ment it was their immediate objeé& to reftrain. Douglas 
las proceeded in his diforderly and treafonable practices, and 
entered into combinations with other chieftains. As Douglas 
was, by far, the moit powerful noble of the fouth of Scot- 
land, or rather a petty fovereign in that department, {0 
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Alexander Lindfay, Earl of Crawford, and John, Farl of 
Rofs, Lord of the Ifles, held the higheft authority in the 
North.* As the paflage that follows this, very deat illuf- 
trates the mifchievous power which turbulent individuals, 
whether Thanes, or demagogues, may attain, in a {tate not 
prope) balanced, we fhall tranfcribe the whole of it :— 


The policy and vengeance of Douglas conciliated a league with 
shel potent nobles, ftrictly ol! bliging all the parties to mutual defence 
againft every injury ; and to fucha conjunction the laws themfelves 
were injuries. The Monarch trembled at this confederacy, the 

ywer of which was, in fact, fuperior to the royal authority ; - but 
he was refolved to diflemble for a feafon, though the nation, in juik 
alarm, already beheld the King dethroned, al a the country patling 
from ariftocratic tyranny and difcord into a fubjection to foreign 
dominion. 

« An incident, however, foon occurred, which haftened the exe. 
cution of the royal vengeance. Douglas had perfuaded, or over. 
awed, many of his vaifals, efpecially thofe in Galloway, Kyle, Car. 
rick, Cunningham, and the diftricis adjacent, int@® an engagement 
of ittenc la! Ce, and aid, even aga nit the | Sovereign him olf. Rut 
wrudent were averfe from fucl n illegal 
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a fe w of the more moderate anc 
ties; and, among thefe, was d c 

heir of Bomby , and a near relation of Sir Patrick Gray, who 
was fon of Lord Grav, and ¢ Layne of the King’s guard, an officer 
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of the greateit confidence. [he rah of Dou gh is, irritated at Mac.- 
’ 
| 


lelan’s obitinacy in re¢titude, fuddenly befieged his houfe, took ir, 
conveyed the owner to the caitle of 'D ug y| as, and threw him into 
trict durance.- Upon hearing this, Sir Patrick Gray laid the affair 


before the King, and inftantly obtain ‘da mild letter, rather of fup- 
plication than of command, requefting Douglas to deliver the prifoner 
toGray. The Earl was fitting at dinner in the caftle of Douglas, 
when he,was told that Gray, a familiar fervant of the King, Was at 
the gate ; and with fome furprize arefe to receive him with much appa. 
nt civility, and invited him to partake of the repaft. During the 
enjoyments of os table, Douglas was revolving what Gray’s com. 
milion could | z and, gueffing the truth, poe a fecret order, in 
confequence oe which, the prifoner was led to a green befide the 
caitle, where his head was {truck off, and taken away, and a cloth 
was {pre id over the body. ‘The meal ended, Gray produced the 
royal letter, which was received with all the re‘pect of fraud ; and 


the Earl havi ing perufed it, faid, § 1 am beholden to you for bringing 





* is appears in the fequel of the narrative of James the Second’s 
reign, that whatever might be the authority and power of rebellious 
shar the aut hority and power of the Huntley family, the ftrenuous 

nds in thofe days, as they have been and are in latter, of their 


cae and King, prov ed ultimately victorious. 
me 


lelan, guardian of 





ee 
& 


4 pail TT Ria | FTN 
2 . — 


a PM 


ut 





EE AE ee RES eng eRE agp ow, 


~ 


ae 


i} 
i 
| 
| 








264 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


me fo gracious a letter from the King, efpecially confidering how 
matters ftand between us at prefent. ‘The demand {hall initantly be 
granted, and the more favourably for your fake.’ He then took 
Gray by the hand, and led him to the green, where, removin ig the 
cloth, Dougl as coldly faid, ‘ Sir Patrick, you are come a li ed le too 
late. ‘This is your fifter’s fon, but he wants the head. ba tke his 
body, and do. with it what you wall.’ Gray rep! ed, in anguifh, 
‘ Ms Lord, fince you have taken his head, you may a: Teche = his 
body ;’ then idilica for his horfe, he mounted, and faid to the E ar), 
‘ My Lord, if I live, you fhall be rewarded for your prefent labour, 
according to your demerits.” Douglas, enraged at this threat, called 
for his horfe ; but Sir Patrick, by “the goodnefs of his tteed, efcaped 
the purfuit, which extended near to Edinburgh. 

‘© The King, irritated beyond meafure at fuch repeated. infults, 
aggravated by the moit fanguinary cruelty, ‘and the moft profligate 

contempt of the laws, and anxious to prevent the effects of the fors 
midable league formed againft his authority, called a chiofen council 
to deliberaté upon the meafures to be followed. It was refolved, in 
order to avoid the horrors of civil war, that Douglas fhoul d be 
inveigled into court by flattery, and upon pretence ‘that the King 
forgave his paft enormities, and only defired him to reform his future 
conduct. About this time a paflport was obtained from the Englith 
King, for Douglas, his brother James, and Lord Hamilton, joined 
with ‘Ceichaon, Montgomery, Gray, three pay. and others, to 
go in pilgrimage to Canterbury - ‘This fafe conduct was appatently 
never ufed ; and Douglas, and his enem ies, are fo itrangely blended 
in it, that there is room to fufpeét that, area the pretext of a pil. 
grimage of mutual repentance and conciliation, a fcheme had been 
formed to affail Douglas, when in the defencelefs garb of a pilgrim. 

“© However this be, the Earl was prevailed upon, towards the 
beginning of Lent, which this year happened in the end of February, 
to vifit the court at the caftle of Stirling. After fupper, the King, 
taking him apart into a fecret chamber where only fome of the 

rivy council and the guard were in attendance mildly informed 
him, that he had heard of the league with Crawford, and other 
nobles, and detired him to break fuch illegal engagements. Douglas 
proudly refufed, and had the arrogance to upbraid the King with his 
procedures againft him, which had forced him, as he ailerted, to 
form this contederacy. The fenfe of repeated infults, and of an out- 
rageous contempt of his authority, con{pired, with the prefent perfonal 
affront, to kindle a flame of inftantaneous fury ; and the Monarch 
exclaiming, § If you will not break this league, by God I fhall,’ 
drew his “dager ‘r and ftabbed Douglas. Sir Patrick Gray then 
ftruck the Earl with a battle-axe, and the wound was inftantly 
mortal, 

«¢ Enraged at the death of Douglas, his brothers, and their depen- 
dants, proclaimed the King a defpifer of his covenants and good faith. 
Collecting their force, they returned to Stirling, and burned the 
town, Crawford, their affociate, with a confiderable body, was 

completely 
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completay defeated by the royal troops commanded by Huntley. A 
reconcili: AtLoONn took place beru en the King and Dougl iS. But the 
King’s jealoufy, and the new Earl’s } power and refentment, prevented 


it from being of long continuance. 


In 1454 2 rebellion arofe in which Englifh affairs had 
confiderable influence. The difputes between the houfes 
of York and Lancafter were begin ning to rife to civil war, 

ames was intimately conneéted with Henry. York is fup- 
ofed by Mr. Pinkerton to have affiited in exc iting the rebel- 
fion of Douglas, to prevent James from interfering in the 
affairs of England. The internal caufes of the rebellion of 
Douglas are ably ftated by the hiftorian, and muft evidently 
have operated independent of any external aid :— 


When to the aid of York,’’ fays Mr. Pinkerton, ‘ are added 
the internal caufes, the native ambition of the houfe of Douglas, 
unfatiated even by the higheft honours of regal favour ; its latent, but 
deep, enmity, excited by the deftruction of two of its chiefs, during 
the prefent reign, and by other injuries and mortifications, its con- 
feioufnefs that no monarch could ever fincerely pardon a family, 
which formed one nurfery of rebellion, which defpifed the laws, and rival- 
led himfelf ; its apprehe nfions from the recent ruin of its power in a 
north, that if effectual refiftance were not inflantly oppofed, t 
annihilation of the ftem and other branches might follow. When 
thefe confiderations are weighed, the fources of this grand rebellion 
may not perhaps appear obfeure. The inflammatory principles had 
long excited, and were deeply and widely fcattered : the power of 
York, the money and protection of England, the overthrow of 
Moray and Ormond, and the confequent {tings of apprehenfion and 
revenge, were only temporary circumitances which {fet fire to the 
train that fhook Scotland to its centre.”’ 


James finding the Douglaffes making preparations, called 
together his own forces, advanced towards the rebels with 
forty thoufand men, Douglas’ s numbers being nearly the fame. 
The King proclaimed an amnetfty to thofe who fhould return 
to their duty. Such was the effect of this meafure that 
Douglas, in one day, found himfelf deferted by the greater 
number of his forces. Douglas himfelf fled firlt to the fouth 
of Scotland and afterwards to England. James completely 
crufhed the rebellion, and the vatt pofleflions of Earl Douglas 
were annexed to the crown. The remaining part of James’s 
reign was devoted te the reduction of the enormous power of 
the ariftocracy, for the promotion of agriculture, and the 
regularadminiftration of juitice. The vigour of his character, 
encouraged by fuccefs, would have probably produced a very 
great change from the feudal fyftem, bad he not been fuddenly 
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killed by the burfting of a cannon at the fiege of Roxburgh, 
He was in the twenty-ninth year of his age and the twenty. 
fourth of his reign. ~ 

To one obfervation, made by the hiftorian refpecting the 
political views of the Scottifh Kings, we can by no means 
accede. ‘ That (he fays) our monarchs were ftrangers to 
the fixed plan of humbling the ariftocracy, imputed to them 
by theoretic writers, is fufhciently clear.” It appears to us 
that the facts ftated by the hiftorian himfelf conttitute un- 
doubted evidence of a regular fy{tem commenced in the reign 
of James I.was formed for humbling the nobles, and very fuc- 
celstully carried into execution in this very reign of Jamesthe 
Second. To fupport ouropinion we refer to his own detail, and 
to the fummary of the ilfuftrious Robertfon, in his retrofpeé 
introductory to his reign of Mary. If Dr. Robertfon be one 
of thofe whom Mr. Pinkerton ranks among the theoretic 
writers, his general account of this fubject is yuftified by Mr. 
Pinkerton’s narration. 

James IIT. was eight years old when he afcended to the 
throne. During his minority, Bifhop Kennedy had the chief 
management of affairs under Mary of Gueldres, Queen Dow- 
ager and regent, and had the conduct of the young King’s 
education. ‘ This prelate, by the beft influence, that of 
talents and probity, and political fkill, had acquired an autho- 
rity before unknown to any churchman in Scotland; a 
country (fays the hiftorian) a/wa.s more remarkable for the 
moderation of its clergy than for their ambition.” We fre- 
quently find, in Mr. Pinkerton, remarks that may be juft in 
the particular circum({tances of the cafe, but which he applies 
much more generally than fact juftifies. His own narrative 
is far from bearing out this obfervation concerning the mode- 
rationof Scotch prelates, even in the times which he himfelf de- 
{cribes, much lefs will the hiftory of Scotland prove its clergy to 
have been always remarkable for moderation. Cardinal Ber- 
them,the catholic minifter of James V. ArchbifhopSharpe, the 
epifcopal proteftant, primate, and minifter of Charles the Se- 
cond’s oppreflive cruelty; and, though laft,not leaft John Knox, 
the prefbyteriandemagogue, were notvery ftriking inftances of 
moderation, in their refpective circumftances and conditions. 
In the laft century we cannot altogether apply the epithet of 
moderate to thofe puritanical clergymen who ftirred up rebel- 
lion againft Charles I. whofe fermons produced the covenant. 
We mention thefe few circumftances to fuggeft to Mr. 
Pinkerton the caution which hiftorians ought to employ in 
making general refleCtions. 
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During the minority of James, the poor harmlefs prieft- 
ridden, wife-ridden Henry VI. driven from his throne, fought, 
and found, refuge in Scotland. Aflifted by the Scotch, and alfo 
by Louis XI. his enterprifing queen, Margaret, made an ir- 
ruption into England, which was concluded by the defeat of 
her forces at Hexham. Mr. Pinkerton, {peaking of Mary 
of Gueldres makes an oblervation, to which we cannot give 
our unqualified affent. The Queen had been fappofed not to 
be altogether virtuous, ‘* a widow (he fays) in the bloom of 
beauty, and vigour of youth, it would not be a matter of fur- 
prize that her chaftity was dubious ; and even this {tain would 
difappear in the fplendour of her merits, for nothing can be 
more unjuft than to infer, that, the lofs of female modefty is 


the lofs of every virtue.” 


(To be continued.) 





Art. VII. The Art of floating Land, as is pra@ifed in the 
County of Gloucefter, fhewn to be preferable to any other 
Method in Ufe in this Country, with a particular Examination 
of what Mr. Bofwell, Mr Davis, Mr. Marfball, and 
othershave written on the Subjeé&t. Minute and plain Direc- 
tions are afterwards given for the Formation of a floated 
Meadow, with Three defcriptive Plates. By T. Wright, 
Author of barge Farms recommended. 8vo. Pp. gs. 
Scatcherd, London. 1799. 


Me Wright publifhed a ‘* Treatife on watering Mea- 
dows” in the year 1789, which was well received by 
the public, efpecially by praétical farmers, and the edition has 
long been out of print. The prefent work cannot, with any 


propriety, be confidered as a new edition ; for the ‘* drt of 


Floating Land,” illuftrates the Gloucetterfhire fyftem by new 
defcriptive plates, contains not only much additional matter, 
but a reply to Mr. Bofwell’s obfervations, a particular exami- 
nation of the opinions of other agricultural writers, and an 
enumeration of many additional facts to corroborate the pofi- 
tions formerly made by this author. The objeét for which 
Mr. Wright principally contends are ‘ the fuperior effects 
of thick or muddy water over {pring water,” to {hew that 
‘nothing great or valuable can be accomplifhed in this or any 
other agricultural procefs without manure in fubftance ;” the 
advantages bv his fyftem in procuring a depofit of manure 
from the floated water, in fheltering the land trom the feverity 
of the winter, and to prove that the quality of the grafs pro- 
duced always depends on the nature of the water flowing over 
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it. He is far from adopting the refined notions of fome 
modern chemifts, that ** water is the food of plants,’”’ and that 
water imbibed by plants is tranfmutable into earth, ‘ for the 
practical farmer (he obferves) has a more compendious and 
fate method of forming his saduratine, by reafoning from effeés 
rather than caufes, s, than thefe theoretical refinements can otter,” 
In this treatile, ai: Mr. W. reviews the obfervations of Mr. 
Bofwell on his former publication, in a candid, manly reply. 
He acknowledges his inaccuracies when conviéted of them, 
and ‘* fincerely returns him thanks for the conviction of a real 
error into which he had fallen,” (P. 52,) relative to the expence 
of forming a floated meadow, which he now eftimates at from 
three to fix pounds per acre, according to the inequality of 
the furface ; but he wifhes Mr. B. inttead of infinuations— 
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Had proceeded to dire animadverfions, or open contradictions, 
wherehe thought me erroneous. - This appears to me the mode bett 
calculated to brine forward and eftablith the truth ; which, on all oc. 
cafions, great orimall, is too valuable to be facrificed to the complai- 
fance of fcribblers.’’ 


If the produce of land can afford a criterion by which we 
may judge of the fuperiority of one plan to another, in the 
mode of cultivation, the Gloucefterthire fyftem of floating is 
tar fuperior to the Dorfetihire ; and Mr. ‘W. contends that 
the excellence of the land does not— 


 —arife from the difference that fubfifted in the quality of the 
foils before they were floated ; for the foil of the beft of our meadows, 
is, in general, of that very kind which Mr. B. feems almoft to con. 
wemn; | mean tlrong clay and boggy foils. ‘The beft meadow in the 
parith to which I allude is ntirely a {trong cold clay ; and the hay 
that is cut — this meadow will fat an ox as foon as the bett upland 
hay in the neighbourhood, though it is an excellent grazing country. 
T His neadow is 5 the beft in the parith, merely, I prefume to fay, becaufe 


it is the higheft upon the flream, per 9 being well attended to, is the 


hrit fhat receives the water, after it 1s enriched by the wath of the 
ftreets, &c. of the town of Ctrencefter. ‘There is, I ought to ob- 
ferve,; another parith intervening between South Cerney and Ciren- 
vefler, that has feveral large meadows, which, when they have due 
atrention paid to them, are (till more fertile than that above mentioned, 
and are perhaps, at this time, the bett floated meadows in the king- 
dom. I will venture to fay that thefe meadows, in this wet and 
very tavourable fe afon, pro. ided they were floated, as they ought to 
be, ut the beginning of November, are, at the time that I am 
writ wr this, namely the twenty-fourth: day of December, 1798, 
covered with a crop of grafs at leaft four inc hes deep: and this grafs, 
ec ay reatonably fuppefe, will receive additional ftrength and ie” 
nels 





Wright's Art of floating Land. 269 


nefs before the beginning of the month of March, when, it will afford 
an ample paiture for ftock, if the featon be tolerably temperate.’’ 


We fhall exhibit another— 
“6 SPECIMEN OF THE ADVANTAGES OF FLOATING. 


On the advantages of floating, I hope, it is no longer neceflary 
to expatiate ; ; but I have lately met withfo pregnant an initance of its 
fuperior excellence fallen in my way, that I thould by no means do 
juttice to the fubjett i uf J withheld it trom the public. It is an inftance 
which tends to pl: ice the moft engaging feature of this pra¢tice ina 
ftriking point ot view, and gives to the production of early green 
food its proper weight and worth. Indeed the moit valua ble, and, | 
had almoft faid, the only, improvements of magnitude that have of 
late years been made here, in agriculture, have been made in the vari- 
ous provifions of green tood, afforded tor the necetlity of winter 
and forthe more preiling wants of the two firft months of {pring. In 
this feries of improveme nts I beg leave to clafs this relative art, 
which, though it cannot, in every fituation, be fo widely extended 
as the cultivation of turt DIPS, rape, cabbage, lucerne, &c. yet, where 
it can be fully executed, it will in no wile difgrace the relationthi up in 
which I have placed it, but will afford it abundant aid and fupport. 
For floating meadows not only require no manure from the farm yard, 
but liberally encourage the plough, by affording an annual extra 
fupply of manure : am although, by this practice, the farmer cannot 
provide green food for all the months of winte r, yethecan, thereby, 
confiderably fhorten the wintry void ; for in March and April, w hich 
are the two molt trying months to the farmer, ‘thefe meadows are 
covered with grafs enous gh to receive any kind of ftock, if the weather 
will permit. 

“« The ftrong proof of the great utility of this practice, which I 
above alluded to, is this. Having heard that the proprictor of an old 
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floated meadow, in the village w hich I have had occation to mention . | 
before, had difpofed of the produce of it, inthe year 17 795, in a way ; 
that was well calculated to afcertain its real value, I wrote toa per- fia 
fon who refides on the {pot, requefting him to fend me a partic ular | 
account of the product of the me adow, and I received the following His 
{tatement : iW ; 
‘¢ In order to make the moft of the fpring feed, the proprietor kept | 
the grafs untouched till the fecond day of April, from which time it 
he let it to the neighbouring farmers, to be eaten off in five weeks, by iT 
the undermentioned ftock, at the following rates per head: a fheep dig 
rod. per week, a cow 3s. 6d. acolt 4s. ‘The quantity of the land 
is eight acres. 4 
r H 
K 3 107 Wether | 
| 
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107 Wether fheep, one week - n 
8 Cows - ditto - .- . 
4 Colts - ditto - m ° 











Total of five weeks 33 5 10 
3 Colts, 3 weeks tobe added 1 16 0 


Total £35 1 10 


«¢ After this ftatement, my correfpondent, fenfible that it is the {pring 
crop which principally claims the attention of the public, and on which 
I ought to lay peculiar ftrefs in recommending the practice, difmiffes 
the fubjeét with faying, that the hay crop was, as ufual, about fifteen 
tons, and was fix weeks in growing. 

‘¢ The above fum, it fhould be obferved, was made by the owner 
of this meadow at atime when other grafs-land is in a dormant ftate, 
or exhibits but feeble fymptoms of vegetation. He had received more 
than four pounds an acre tor his land, when his lefs fortunate neigh- 
bours were only looking forward to two future crops, in which ex. 
pectation he has at leait an equal profpett with them. 

** But the reader will perhaps fee the advantages of this art, ina 
ftill flronger light, when he is told, that this meadow, which is 
now in the occupation of a miller, was afew years ago in the hands 
of a farmer, who, being at variance with the miller, was entirely 
deprived of the ufe of the water, for a whole winter, which unfortu- 
nately was fucceeded by a very dry fpring and fummer ; of courfe 
the {pring-feed was loft, and the whole hay-crop of eight acres was 
only three tons. 

‘€ Such a fpecimen of produttivenefs as the above, one would hope, 
will carry fuflicient weight with it to turn the fcale againit any ob- 
jections to the practice, arifing from a dread of expence, or from an 
averfion which many entertain to what they ftyle cutting their land 
to pieces; and will prevail upon every one, who poflibly can, to 
adopt this mode of improving his land. I truft, likewife, that the 
above initance of fertility will be efteemed a proof that this is not 
merely book.farming, but is worthy the attention of real practical 
farmers ; and, in confirmation of this, I could adduce feveral inftances 
of renters of land having profitably expended feveral hundred pounds 
in forming meadows of this kind, without any allowance from their 
landlords ; than which, a more clear demonftration of the great utility 
of floating, in my opinion, cannot be given.” 

This writer ftates, that he has never given one pofitive 
direfion, without confulting practical men (Pp. 7) on its pro- 

priety: and on this ground he obferves, (Pp. 37,)— if 
sd ave 
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« | haveexpreffed myfelf with the more confidence, confcious that 
Thave advifers who have executed the work, and fecen its effeéts, 
under almoft every variety of circumftances that can occur in this 
ifland. For I can, with no fmall degree of fatisfaction, fay, that I 
have been inftrumental in fending thefe men into various parts of 
Wales and Scotland, as wel! as England, and hope very foon to re- 
ceive farther commitlions for the fame purpofe,”’ 


He thus concludes, (P. 94)— 


*¢ T have thus thrown together the fum and fubftance of all that 
1 have feen, heard, and read on the fubje€&t of watering or floating 
meadow land: andif what I have here written fhall in any degree 
tend to givea clearer conception of the true practice than has hitherto 
been conveyed, or fhall induce even any one perfon to try the extent 
of the advantage to be derived by floating from a large and rapid 
river, I fhall, at leaft, feel, that I cannot be deemed an intruder on 
the prefent occafion. 

‘© T fhall fill think it my duty to give any farther explanation 
or information in my power ; and if any one, imagining that he has 
a confiderable tract of land capable of fem thus improved, and yet 
fufpecting that difficulties may occur which he himfelf may not be 
able to furmount, be defirous that I fhould fend him a Gloucetterfhire 
floater, I fhall be happy in executing fuch a commitlion ; becaufe 
I imagne that I can thereby ferve both the proprietor of the land and 
the floater; and at the fame time benefit the public. A letter ad- 
dreffed to me (free of poftage) at Mr. Scatcherd’s, Bookfeller, Ave- 
maria Lane, London, will readily find me. The above floaters ufually 
charge a guinea per week and their board, and will not only take 
an attive part in the manual labour, but will give inftructions to as 
many men as it may be thought fit to employ under their direction.” 


From fuch extraéts the reader muft perceive that Mr. 
Wright is a ftrong advocate for practical agriculture, and co- 
incides in opinion with Lord Somerville, the prefent Prefident 
of the Board of Agriculture, relative to the fuperior advan- 
tages of experimental farming. Amongi{t the nobility and 
gentry who have adopted Mr. Wright’s fyftem to its full 
extent, the Duke of Bedford and Mr. Talbot (of Penrice 
Cattle, Glamorganfhire,) are particularly noticed. This book 
difplays a ftrong mind, a clear head, much accurate obferva- 
tion, and well-authenticated information, ‘The language is 
plain and capable of being underftood, not only by the gentles 
man farmer, but by working men of the middle clafs, and, 
confequently, may be more generally ufeful; the matter is 
well arranged, the inftructions relative to the conftruction of 
wears, the condudtors, and the formation of the meadows, 


may be eafily comprehended _ — to the plates, me "e 
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firmly believe, that the more general adoption of the “ Art 
of floating Meadows”’ would be extremely benéficial to the 
agricultural world, 





_— 


Art. VIII. The Nurfe : a Poem. Tranflated from the 
Italran of Luigt Tanfillo, By William Rofcoe. gto, 
Pp. 79. Price 5s. Cadell and Davies, London. 1798. 


HE claffical pen of Mr. Rofcoe is here exercifed on a 
fubject worthy of his mule. Well-verfed in the lore 
of the Italian fchoo!, which affords fuch a valt variety of rich 
delicious food to the taitetul mind, he has feleéted the work 
of a poet but little known for the difplay of his poetical 
talents, and the feleétion does credit to his heart; tor the 
object of the poem is moft commendable, In ftrains har- 
monious, elegant, and impreflive, the bard labours to recall 
his tafhionable countrywomen to the ways of religion and the 
aths of nature. With honelt zeal, and with im paflioned 
earneftnefs, he pleads the caufe of the forfaken infant, aban- 
doned by its mother, and indebted for its nourithment, and 
‘with it, for its firft impreflions, mental and corporeal, toa 
ftranger’s breaft. He depicts the various ills that arife from 
this unnatural practice, both to the parent and the child; 
and, having fhewn that it prevailed, more or lefs, in all ages, 
ancient as well as modern, he concludes by imprecating that 
‘‘ oreat and radical reform in the feelings and manners of 
domeftic life, upon which all the beit interefts of human 
fociety immediately depend.’’ In the juftice of the inference, 
and the neceflity of the imprecation, we heartily concur with 
the bard. 

Prefixed to the poem is fome account of Luigi Tanfillo, 
who flourifhed in the fixteenth century, and was a native of 
Nola, a very ancient city of the kingdom of Naples. He 
was contemporary with Ariotto, Bembo, Cafa, and the two 
"Taflos ; ; and Mr. Rofcoe confiders him as ** not interior to 
any writer of his time, in the fimplicity of his diction, the 
elegance of his tafte, or a {tri€t adherence to nature and to 
truth.” But this appears to us (judging entirely trom the 
Balia, for his other poems we have not feen,) to be a partial 
juc dgement ; for, though we eafily difcover his fimplicity, and, 
in mcf? cafes, his regard for truth and nature, we have not 
been able to detcry the elegance of his tafte. He has an 
excellence, however, of a fuperior kind, difplayed in the 
choice of his fubje@ ; and, on this account, Mr. R. is en- 
fith-d to the thanks of ‘the public for introducing him to their 

notice, 
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rt notice. In his tranilation, which might, we think, with 
€ more propriety, have been termed an iastation, he feeks to 

rp the mind and f{pirit of the original, but not the letter 
and exprefiion ; and we deem it no extravagant praife to 

fay, that, in many parts, the Britith appears ‘to us to have 
sreatly furpaifed the Italian bard. As a fair fpecimen of 
Mr. Rofcoe’s poetical abilities, we fhall extract the dedicatory 
Sonnet, addreiled to his wite :— 


sé As thus in calm domettic leifure bleft, 
, I wake to Britif notes th’ Diduiisae ftrings, 

Be thine the ftrain ; for what the poet fings 
Has the chatte tenor of thy life expreit. 

And whilit delighted, to thy willing breaft, 
With rofy lip thy {miling infant clings, 
Pleas’d I refleét, that from thofe healthful {prings 
Pha a: not by thee with niggard love repreft{— 

x fons fucceflive, and thy later care, 

Two daughters fair have drank ; for this he thine 
Thofe bett deli ghts approving confcience knows, 

And whilft thy d days with cloudlefs funs decline, 
May filial love thy eveni: ng couch pre pares 
And foothe thy lateft hours to foft repofe,”’ 


In order to enable our readers to form fome judgement of 
the {pirit and accuracy of the tranilator, we fhal! extraét the 
concluding lines of the firft canto; the Italian firft, and then 


the English : — 


“ La — l’ altexzxa Signor ley 
Che tanto da’ Jusi ceppi oggi traligna, 
Per he credete, che fa bajja, e vile? 


‘© Di che talor la plebe empia, e maligna 

A voi fual recar colpa, e dice, e crede, 

Che al terren voftro indegna pianta alligna, 
“ Quefto degenerar, che ogne r fe we dey . 

Sendo vot caffe, Donne mie, vs dico 

Che d’altro, che dal latte non procede. 
6 LD’ altru: latte ofcurar fa'l pregio antico 

Degli Avi tlluftrt, e adulterar le raxxe; 

infetia talor jangue pudico. 

“ Vediam di fagge Madni figlie paxxe, 

i, da’ onorati: Padr: mfa mt figlt 

Lutto di per I COjey & per le piaxze. 
“© Dal latte ogni animal convien che piglt 

Gran qualita, che inchina, fe non sforza, 

Chel faneiulla alla Balia alfin fomigh. 

Non 
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We itrenuoufly recommend the attentive perufal of ‘* The 
Nurfe”’ to all our fair countrywomen; and, meanwhile, we 
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© Non pur in quanto al corpo, ed alla feorza, 
Ma fu I’ animo fteffi, ¢ fut coftumi 
Il latte, @ par del feme, ba quafi forza, 


‘© Cofi quel vero Sol gle occhi vi allumi 
A feguir I orme mie, qual io mi fono ; 
E vs togha dinanzi P ombre, ei fumi. 


“© Fum: di fafto, ed ombre d’ enor fono, 
Ed amor proprio quet, che v’ han tenuto 
Tanti anni, e tengon fuor del cammin buone, 


“* Baftt, Donne, il mal fatto, el ben perduto ; 
E perdanate, prego, s’ 10 vt pungo 
Cow un ago troppo a/pro, e troppo acute. 


“€ Ho detts afai, né pur al mezzo giungo: 
Ma accioché, Donne mie, non vi dia angofcia 
Pia 105 che non le Bahe, col dir lungo ; 
Ripsfiamoci un poco, ¢ torniam pofcia,”” 


‘* Sprung from a line of heroes, that of old 
Tho’ rude were liberal, and tho’ gentle bold, 
Whofe. frowns a tyrant’s wafteful rage could awe, 
Guardians of freedom, bulwarks of fhe law, 
What fecret taint, what dread contagion runs 
Thro’ Britain’s noble, but degenerate, fons ? 
—Not on your chaftity, ye fair, fhall reft 
The charge, whate’er th’ invidious vulgar jet, 
*'Tis from his nurfe your offspring draws difgrace, 
And thence adulterates his generous raee. 

* Till the kind father fees with wondering eyes 

A motley offspring round his table rife ; 

Unlike the parent ftock from whence they f{prung, 
And various as the breafts on which they hung, 

«« Late, but not loft, O fun of truth appear, 
From error’s gloom the female mind to clear! 
Shades of falfe honour, darker mifts of pride, 
Touch’d by the beam ethereal quick fubfide. 
Self-love his long prefcriptive rule foregoes, 

And every feature with THE MOTHER glows. 

Enough, ye fair, the dread neglect has coft, 

The ills experienc’d, and the pleafures lott ; 

Yet, ah, forgive the bard, whofe venturous ftrain 

Has dared to give your gentle breafts a pain, 

And let him reft awhile, ere yet the fong 

Vie with the drawlings of the nurfe’s tongue.’’ p. 28—31. 


with 
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wifh to prefs on their notice, the following juft obfervations 
with which Mr. Rofcoe concludes his preface :— 


« He muft alfo be allowed to obferve, that the hope of promoting, 
in fome degree, the laudable object which the author himfelf had in 
view, if it did not lead him to undertake the tranilation, operated 
as a chief inducement to lay it before the public. ‘That the character 
and manners of our countrymen, both in higher and lower life, affords 
but too much room for reform, is an affertion which may be made 
without incurring the imputation of morofenefs ; but ull we can de. 
cidedly poiné out thofe circumitances which give rife to this laxity, 
not to fay depravity, of manners of the prefent day, it will be to no 
purpofe to adopt meafures for their improvement, Of thefe caufes 
the cuftom, {till fo prevalent, of committing the children of the richer 
and middie ranks of fociety to be brought up by the poor, is, in the 
opinion of the tran{lator, one of the moft efficacious, and, hike all other 
vicious inftitutions, its effects are injurious to all the parties who 
engage init. ‘fhe reafon generally afligned by medical men for pro. 
moting a cuilom which has of late received their almof univerfal 
fanétion, is, that the mode of living which now prevails in the higher 
ranks is fuch, as renders it impoilible for a woman to afford her 
infant thofe advantages which are indifpenfibly neceflary to its 
exiftence and fupport. But is it poffible to conceive a feverer fatire 
againit the female fex than this affertion implies? Spchy it feems, is 
the rage for pleafure and amufement, that it muft be gratified even by 
the facrifice of the moft important duties of life, and by a practice, 
which, if gencrally extended, would endanger the very exiftence of the 
human race. ‘The afliftance of a nurfe is not then intended as a benefit 
to the child, but as a licence to the mother to purfue her gratifications, 
without thofe reftraints which the performance of her own proper and 
indifpentible duties would impofe upon her, and by the due exercife 
of which fhe would find her health and her affections equally im- 
proved.” Prefacey Pp. 13, 14- 





Art. IX. Mackintofh on the Law of Nature and Nations. 
(Continued from Pp. 146.) 


Yy E come now to the general plan and fubje&ts of Mr. 
Mackintofh’s courfe.— 

In his ftatement of the matter he is to confider, and the 
arrangement he is to purfue, we perceive very great powers, 
acting on the moft extenfive materials, comprehending their 
diftinctive and common properties ; and, from a moft judi- 
cious feletion, combining whatever is ufeful and inftructive. 
The fame genius that can fele& with difcrimination, combine 


with fkill and force, difpofes its materials according to their 
relation 
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relation and order. Another quality, very prominent in thefe 
outlines, is fimplification. Subjects, in the common mode 
of difcuffion, apparently intricate and abftrufe, are here ren- 
dered plain and manifett. 

The being, whofe actions the law of nature profeffes to 
regulate, is man. Man, in the diverfity of duties arifing 
trom diverfity of relations, Mr. Mackintofh propofes to 
exhibit: ‘* It is on the knowledge of his nature,” he obferves, 
“« that the fcience of his duty muft be founded. It is impof- 
fible to approach the threfhold of moral philofophy without a 
previous examination of the faculties and habits of the human 
mind.” Mr. Mackintofh, therefore, propofes to open with 
a very fhort, and, he hopes, (not without reafon,) with a very 
intelligible and fimple account of the powers and operations 
of the human mind. 


“¢ 2dly, To confider the firft and moft fimple part of Ethics is that 
which regards the duties of private men towards each other, wh 
they are confidered apart from the fanction of pofitive laws.--- ae. 
‘To confider Man under the important relation of Subject and Sove- 
reign.---gthly, ‘To lay open the General Principles of Civil and 
Criminal Law.---sthly, The Law of Nations in 'General.---6thly, 
Phe Diplomatic and Conventional Law of Europe. 

Though this courfe (as Mr. Mackintoth obferves) may feem 
to steigiee ‘nd fo great a variety of mifcellaricous fabjects, yet they 
are all, in truth, clofely and infe parably interwoven. The duties of 
men, of fubjects, of Princes, of law- givers, of magiftrates, and of 
fiates, are all parts of one contiftent fyftem of univerfal morality.’ 


Prefatory to the outlines of his enquiry into the nature of 
man he makes an obfervation to which we moft readily 
accede :— 


“ Let no reader (he fays) be repelled from this examination, by 
the odious and terrible name of meraphyfics ; for it is, in truth, no- 
thing more than the employment of good fenfe, in obferving our own 
thoughts, feelings, and actions ; and when the ta¢ts whic h are thus 
oblerved are exprefled as they ought to be, in plain langu age, it iS, 
perhaps, above all other f{ciences, moft on a level with “the capacity 
and information of the generality of thinking men, When it is thus 
exprefled, it requires no previous qualification, but a found Judge 
ment, perfectly to comprehend it ; and rho/e avho wrap it up im 
techuical and myfterious jargon, always give us ftrong wale, to 
fujpect that they are not PRILOSOPHERS but IMPosToRs. Whoew 
thoroughly underfiands juch a science muft be able to teach it plainly 
to all men of common /enje.”’ 


Although our own literary engagements have not yet allowed 
us the benefit of hearing Mr. Mackintofh’s Lectures, we are, 
from 
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from his powers of profound inveftigation, and from this 
text, convinced that his detailed ex planation ot metaphyfics 
mutt be extremely inftructive, and mult tend to refcue that 
valuable fcience trom the odium with which it has been loaded, 
on account of the productions of writers, calling themfelves 
METAPHYSICIANS, but being merely wifonaries. Meta- 
phytic s, or ontology, are, in fact, nothing more than a know- 

ledge of the general properties of being ; the refult of our powers 
of abitraction and ge: reralization, ” fupplied with materials by 
obfervation and experience. ‘The werks, either on phyfics 
or morals, which pretend to exhibit general principles, not 
juilihed by obfervation and experience, confift not in meta- 
phyfics but fictions ; belong not to philofophy, which is a 
deduction of réaton, but to poetry, which is a creature of 
imagination.* If we confider the real nature of the writings, 

which have of Jate done fo much mifchief under the name of 
metaphyfics and philofophy, we fhall find that they do not 
confilt of metaphytics, nor any kind of philofophy, but are 
really poetry. Roufleau was not a philolopher in the general 
tenor of his writings ; tor he neither argued from felf- evident 
principles, nor from an experience of actual exiftences. He 
did not DEDUCE SCIENCE, he framed hypothefis. Godwin 
has given us no philofophy, no genuine metaphyfics ; he has not 
defcribed the general properties of exiftences ; he has created 
a {tate of fociety for himfelt, and arranged the regulations of 
that fociety as feemed good to himfelf. “Another r poet, of the 
prefent age, we fhall mention, as an illuftration of our doc- 
trine, and that is Thomas Paine. Whoever reads the Rights 
6f Man, and the Age of Reafon, parts firit and fecond of both, 

will fee that the writings of the faid Thomas, again{t govern- 
ment and religion, are not hiftory ; for they are not a record 
of actual fact, are not that. fpecies of philofophy called meta- 
phyfics ; for they do not exhibit the general properties of 
beings ; they belong not to any /pecies of philofophy, for they 
are not deductions trom either felf-evident principles, or the 
experience of actual exiftence; they belong to the clafs of 
poctry arifing from mere fancy. We do not fay that God- 
Win’s of Paine’s are all Original poetry, much of what they 
fay having been feigned long before they were born. We 
are {till farther from faying that it is good poetry. The beft 


ee 





* See Lord Bacon, De Augmento Scientiarium, in which the three 
great departments of intellectual exertion, Hifto ry Philofophy, and 
‘oetry, are derived from the three great facultics of the under- 
fianding, memory, reafon, and fancy. 
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kinds and {pecimens of poetry have been imitations of hiftory 
and philofophy ; suesionations of life, manners, and cha- 
racters. The poetry of Godwin and Paine has no refemblance 
to any thing that ever exifted. ‘It has nothing probable, but 
all marvellous. It is a picture, but entirely a fancy picture, 
It reprefents what Hume would call a miracle, that which 
has exifted in no age nor country. Let not, therefore, what 
are called the new doétrines, be mifnamed metaphyfics or 
philofophy ; they are neither more nor lefs than execrable 

—{ poetry. 

We have thought this comment on Mr. Mackintofh’s out- 
line of an explanation of metaphyfics might be ufeful to thofe 
readers who may not have had the advantage of being able to 
hear him fpeak for himfelf, We recommend the confideration 
of it to thofe who may have fuppofed that when they were 
quoting Paine, Wollftonecraft, Holcrofe, and Godwin, they 
were difplaying philofophy ; while they were only repeating 
plagiarifms of bad poetry, or original fictions, ftill more ex- 
travagant, chimerical, and pernicious, 

In enquiring into that branch of fcience which may be 
termed pneumatology, or the fcience of the mind, Mr. Mack- 
intofh, like the moft fuccefsful enquirer of modern times, 
proceeds upon the principles of common fenfe,* and appeals 
to mens’ feelings, thoughts, and actions In eftablifhing, 
by an appeal to every man’s experience, the fa&, that we 
often act from a pure regard to the happinefs of others, and 
are therefore focial beings, he expretles a juft contempt for 
the fophiftical frivolity of thofe, who, becaufe benevolence to 
others is pleafing to ourfelves, would derive it entirely from 
that felfith pleafure. In unfolding the nature of virtue, or, 
in the ufual language of moral {chools, of the objeé of moral 
approbation, the author gives the following concife, but im- 
portant, fketch :— 


«* A correét examination of facts will lead us to difcover that qua- 
lity which is common to all virtuous actions, and which diftinguithes 
them from thofe which are vicious and criminal. But we fhall fee 
that it is neceflary for man to be governed, not by his own tranfient 
and hafty opinion upon the tendency of every particular action, but 
by thofe fixed and unalterable rules which are the joint refult of the 
impartial judgement, the natural feelings, and the embodied expe- 
rience of mankind. The authority of thefe rules is, indeed, founded 
only on their tendency to promote private and public welfare ; but 
the morality of actions will appear folely to confift in their correfpon- 





* Doétor Reid, 
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dence with the rule. By the help of this obvious diftinétion we thall 
vindicate a juft theory, which, far from being modern, is, in fact, 
as ancient as philofophy, both from plaufible objections, and from 
the odious imputation of Fipporting tho abfurd ani monftrovus fyftems 
which have been built upon it. neficial tendency is the foundation 
of rules, and the criterion by which habits and fentiments are to be 
tricd. But it is neither the immediate ftandard, nor can it ever be 
the principal motive, of action. An action, to be completely vir- 
tuous, muft accord with moral rules, and muft flow from our natural 
feelings and affections, moderated, matured, and improved, into 
fteady habits of right conduct.’’ P. 34. 


After laying the foundations of morality deeply in human 
nature, Mr. Mackintoth proceeds, a2dly, to the duties of 
private men towards each other, when they are confidered 
a-part from the fanction of pofitive laws ; a-part (he repeats) 
from that fan&tion, not antecedent to it; for human fociety 
never has fubfifted, never could fubfift, without being pro- 
tected by government, and bound together by laws. The re- 
lative duties of private life have been treated fo fully and ably, 
both by ancient and modern moralifts, that Mr. Mackintolh 
would have contented himfelf with a bricf and general furvey, 


—‘ if fome fundamental principles had not of late been brought into 
queftion, which, in all former times, have been deemed too evident 


to require the fupport of argument, and almoft too facred to admit . 


the liberty of difcuffion. I thall here endeavour to ftrengthen fome 
parts of the fortifications of morality which have hitherto been neg. 
lected, becaufe no man had ever been hardy enough to attack them. 
Almoft all the relative dutics of human life will be found more imme- 
diately, or more remotely, to arife out of the two great inftitutions 
of properTY and MARRIAGE; they conftitute, preferve, and im- 
prove fociety. Upon their gradual improvement depends the pro- 
greffive civilization of mankind ; on them refts the whole order of 
civil life. ‘Thefe two great inftitutions convert the felfith as well as 
the focial paflions of our nature, into the firmeft bands of a peaceable 
and orderly intercourfe ; they change the fources of difcord into prin. 
ciples of quiet ; they difcipline the moft ungovernable ; they refine 
the groffeft, and they exalt the moft fordid, propenfities ; fo that they 
become the perpetual fountain of all that itrengthens, and preferves, 
and adorns fociety ; they fuitain the individual, and they perpetuate 
the race. Around thefe inftitutions all our focial duties will be found, 
at various diftances, to range themfelves ; fome more near, obvioully 
effential to the good order of human life; others more remote, and 
of which the neceflity is not, at firft view, fo apparent; and fome 
fo diftant, that their importance has been fometimes doubted, though, 
upon more mature confideration, they will be found to be outpofts 
and advanced guards of thefe fundamental principles ; that man fhould 
fecurely enjoy the fruits of his labour, and that the fociety r the 
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fexes fhould be fo wifely ordered as to make it a fchool of the king 
affections, and a fit nurfery for the commonwealth.” P. 41. 


Never was there fo able a vindication of thefe inftitutions ; 
indeed, never before was it neceflary, as they had never been 
expofed to fo open and daring attacks. 

On the fubje& of property Mr. Mackintofh confiders the 
foundation of the rights of acguifition, alienation, and tranf- 
miffion, in their fubfervienc y to the fubfiftence and well-being 
of mankind ; and propofes ‘ to trace the hiftory of property 
from the firft loofe and tranfient occupancy of the favage, 
through all the modifications which it has at different times 
received, to that comprehenfive, fubtle, and anxioufly minute 
code of property, which is the laft refult of the moft refined 
civilization.” Pp. 42. 

He propofes the fame order in confidering the fociety of 
the fexes, as it is regulated by the inftitution of marriage ; 
firft, to lay open thofe unalterable principles of general interef 
on which that inftitution refts ; next, the hiftory of marriage 
through its various forms, until its prefent {tate in the moft 
civilized focieties.— 

«© Among (he fays,) many other enquiries which this fubje& will 
fuggeit, I fhall be led more particularly to examine the natural ftation 
and. duties of the female fex, their condition among different nations, 
its improvement in Europe, and the bounds which nature hepfelf has 
prefcribed to the progrefs of that improvement, beyond which every 
ty ca advance will be a real degradation,”’ P. 43- 


* Having eftablithed the principles of private duty, Mr. 
Mackintoth proceeds, thirdly, to confider the important re- 
lation of fubje&t and Sovereign ; but this admirable portion 
of his work we {hall confider in our next number, wherein 
we fhall conclude one of the able{t and molt important articles 
that has been the fubject of criticifim. 


( t 0 be CON tinued. ) 
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Art. X. The Shade of Alexander Pope, on the Banks of the 

pe @ Satirical Poem, with Notes. Occafioned chiefly, but 

of wholly, by the Refidence of Henry Grattan, Ex- Reprejen- 

tative in Parliament for the City of Dubl: n, at Tewickenham, 12 

November, 1798. By the Author of Purfuits of Literature. 
Svo. Pp. 86. Price 2s. 6d. Becket, London. 1799. 


HIE author.tells us, in his, pre face, that ** this Poem was chiefly 
occationed by the perufal of Dr, Patrick Duigenan’s Anfwer to 
the 
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the Addrefs of Mr, Grattan to his fellow-citizens of Dublin.”” Of 
that publication we gave a faithfui account in the firft number of our 
Review ; and a re-petufal of it has only tended to confirm our opinion 
of the foundnefs oF its arguments, and of its beneficial tendency, 
We very much lament that it has not been re-publifhed in this coun. 
try, and circulated as extenfively as, from its importance, it unquef. 
tionably deferves to be. 

The bard reprefents the Shade of Pofe as rifing, indignant, at the 
intrufion of the Hibernian patriot on his favourite retreat, and addreff- 
ing him in fuch terms as are appropriate to the indignation which he 
is fuppofed to feel, The following {trains of interrogation will afford 
an apt fpecimen of the fpirit and tendency of the whole :— 


«¢ Whence, and what art thou, Grattan? Has the fhock, 
And terror low’ring o’er the fable rock, 
Hurl’d thee aftounded with tumultuous fears, 
From Ireland’s mutter’d curfe, from Ireland’s tears ? 
For thee no viftos ope, no friendly glade, 
No Mufe invites thee to my facred fhade ; 
No airs of peace from heav’n thy prefence greet ; 
Blafts from Avernus, in refpondence mect, 
Hoarfe through the leaflefs branches howl around, 
And birds of night return the obfcener found. 


‘* From thee, whate’er thy fame, I fpurn all praife ; 
My lyre ne’er anfwer’d to Rebellion’s lays : 
With other lore my purer groves refound, 
With other wreaths thefe temples once were bound ; 
Nor fhall my green fepulchral laurel ftand 
By Gallic metcy, and a Marian hand. 


** Hence, and thy baffled Gallic jargon try 
On coward flaves, in abject tyranny : 
Know, thy tavice-conguer’d* Britons ftill advance ; 
No chains from Pitt they fear; or humbled France ; 
From their beft fource cach mingled blefling draw, 
Content with freedem, property, and law ; 
Secure they own their monarch’s rightful rod, 
His friend, the people ; his Creator, God,”’"+ Pp. 2z—24, 


It has not fallen to our lot to review this well-known Addrefs of 
Mr. Grattan, of which it is no injuftice to fay, that it is at once the 





* « The Englith have been conquered, fir, by the Minifter, and 
afterwards, by the French.’”” Henry Grattan’s Addrefs to his Fel. 
low-Citizens of Dublin, P. 37. 

+ ‘© In the people it would only be rebellion againft their creature 
(the King) ; in the other (i. ¢. in the King) it would be rebellion 
againft 4is creator, the people.’? Grattan, P, 12. 
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moft contemptible and the moft profligate produCtion to which any 
man, who had a reputation to lofe, ever dared to prefix his name. Ie 
is replete with the moft wanton mifreprefentation of facts ; the mof 
inexcufable ignorance of every principle of government ; and the mof 
fcandalous attempts to inflame the minds ot the populace, by the mo 
flagrant impoitures, and the moit mifchievous deceptions. Folly and 
prefumption feem to difpute the pre-eminence in every page; and 
the whole work is worthy the confidential advifer of Neilfon and 
Hughes. 

‘he notes to this poem are more voluminous than the text, and 
fome of them contain many judicious obfervations, which lead us to 
regret that the author does not more frequently employ himfelf in 
profe-compofitions. In the book before us, the profe has certainly 
much more imerit than the verfe ; the latter is marked by no parti. 
cular beauties, and, in fome parts, is lame, languid, and obfcure ; 
while the former difplays foundnefs of principle, and, with few ex. 
ceptions, accufacy of judgement. ‘The remarks on Godwin, and his 
philofophy, are particularly pertinent and juft. The brief obfer. 


vations on female writers we fhall extract ;— 


ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


«© It is unpleafant to criticize, even in the gentleft manner, the 
works of the female pens We have ladies of ingenuity, learning, 
and of every varied excellence; I would name Mrs, Carter, and 
Mrs. Hannah More, in the moft eminent fenfe. The genius of the 
authorefs of the Elegy on Captain Cook, the poetry of Mrs, Char- 
lotte Smith, and the fombrous fancy and high-wrought imagery of 
Mrs. Radcliffe, cannot be mentjoned without admiration. But when 
female writers forget the charaéder avd delicacy of their fex ; when 
they take the trumpet of democracy, and let loofe the fpirit of grofs 
licentioufnefs, moral and political, in contempt of thofe laws which 
are their beft thield, and of that religion which has invariably be- 
friended and protected them; the duty which is owing to the defence 
of our country, and of all female virtue, comfort, and. happinefs, 
calls for ftrong animadverfion. When their foftnefs is laid afide, 
when they appear as the Mizerwas of the modern illuminated fyftems, 
and the Bellonas of France ; in fuch cafes men muft be excufed, if 
they would avoid deftruction even from ¢hezr writings.’’ Pp. 515 52+ 


On the prepoiterous attempt of modern philofophifts, both French 
and Engliih, to fanction their vile democratical principles, by the 
facred authority of the New Teftament, the author’s remarks are 
equally judicious :— 


‘© J] would yet add a few words on thefe modern philofophers. 
They fometimes tell us, fnecring, and in fcorn, that the code of 
Chriftians is the code of eguasity. They have attempted to thew this 
more than once. But furely we may atk, what is the equality held 
forth in the Chriftian Scriptures ? Is it not the equality of the crea- 
tures before the Creator? The equality of men before God, and not 
before each other: ‘They every where fpeak of the diftinttions and 
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ranks in fociety. ‘They ordain tribute to be paid to whom tribute is 
due ; cultom to whom cuftom, honour to whom honour ; and they 
{peak of all lawful power as derived from God. The great Founder 
of it himfelf acknowledged the image and fuperfcription of Czfar. 
His Apoftles declare the gradations of power, delegated by authority; 
they {peak of fubmiffion to the ordinances of man, for the Lord’s 
fake ; to the King, as Supreme ; to Governors and Magiftrates, as 
unto them who are /ent by him. Is this the political equality of the 
boafted deliverers or oppreffors of the world? How long fhall we 
fuffer the tyrant, the blafphemer, the diforganizing Sophitt, to 
triumph and to deceive us?’ Pp. 63, 64. 


We have more than once had occafion to cenfure the praétice of 
importing the dramatic productions of the German {chool, which are 
almoft invariably tainted with the poifon of Jacobinifm. How, 
indeed, can it be otherwife, when German literature is in the ftate 
in which we truly reprefented it to be, in the obfervations on the 
foreign prefs, prefixed to the Appendix to our firft Volume? On this 
topic the bard makes fome proper comments :-— 


‘““ No Congrefs props our Drama’s falling ftate, 
The modern ultimatum is, ‘ Tranflate.’ 

Thence fprout the morals of the German fchool ; 
The Chriftian finks, the Jacobin bears rule : 
No virtue fhines, but in the peafant’s mien, 

No vice, but in patrician robes, is {een ;* 





* «© The modern productions of the German ftage, which filly men 
and women are daily tranflating, have one general tendency to Jaco- 
binifm. Improbable plots, and dull fcenes, bombaftic and languid 
profe alternately, are their leaft defects. They are too often the 
licenfed vehicles of immorality and licentioufnefs, particularly in 
re{pect to marriage ; and it fhould be remarked in the ftrongeft manner, 
that all good charaéters are chiefly and ftudioufly drawn from the lower 
orders ; while the vicious and profligate are ieldom, if ever, repree 
fented but among the higher ranks of fociety,+ and among men of prow 
perty and poffeflions. ‘This is not done without defign. 

‘© It is, indeed, time to confidera little, to what and to whom we 
give our applaufe, in an hour of fuch pe danger as the prefent. 
The Stage furely has the moft powerful effect on the public mind, 
The author of The School for Scandal, with the pureft and moft 

triotic intentions, long ago endeavoured to make dilhonefty, gam. 

ling, deep drinking, pt and libertinifm, appear amiable 
and attracting in his chara¢ter of Charles Surface ; and the German 
Dottors of the fock and bufkin are xow making no indireét attacks on 
the very fundamentals of fociety and eftablifhed government, fubor- 
dination, and religious principle ; the vaunt-couricrs of French anare 


chy, national plunder, and general mifery.”’ 
+ “ This obfervation will be found in our account of “ Lover's Vows.” Vol. I. 


?. 480.— Reviewer. 
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eggs four dull acts the Drama drags, and draws, 
The fitth is ftage-trick, and the curtain falls. 


‘© Lo next, where deep within that civic wood, 
(No balm the trees diftil, but luftral blood, ) 
An altar ftands ; there Tooke his emblems lays, 
Shoes,* razors, conititutions, ftraps, and ftays ; 
M‘Cormick’st libel ; Wakefield’s fanguine gall ; 
Pitt’s rife pourtray ‘dt and the Third Charles’s fall ; 
Hittoric {craps of real ick or Berlin, 
From flimfy 'Tow’rs, and Belfham’s§ Magazine. 
There Porfon, who the tragici| light relumes, 
And Bentley’s heat with Beutley’s port aflumes ; 





* « The uae of Citizen Hardy, Citizen Kingfbury, Citizen 
Thelw all, Citizen ‘Tom Paine, &c. &c. and all thofe philofophers, 
{cribblers, and lecturers, who ferve t 

‘Ina Bidile 
Cipacity, to preach and cobble.”’ 

+ «+ Tife of E dmund Burke by M‘Cormick.’”’ 

+ « Two Pair of Portraits, of two Fathers and two Sons, by 
John Horne Tooke.’’ See the former Numbers of our Revrew.— 
REVIEWER. 

§ © Mr. Belfham and Dr, Towers, two diffenting Compilers of 
, une information and ingenuity, who would be thought Hiftorians.— 

*'They make Jame mic chief, but th y mean it well.” 

| ** Richard Porfon, M, A. ‘The moft learned and acute Greek 
fcholar of the prefent age. I allude to his late accurate and moft 
valuable editions of the Hecuba, and Oreftes of Euripides, whofe 
integral works may be expected from the Profeffor. He modeftly 
fays, that they are publifhed ‘ in ufum ftudiofe Juventutis,’ or, as 1 
fup pofe, for the ufe of fchools and Tyros.* But his notes amd remarks 
are not adapted to fchool-boys, to their wants, or their compre- 

henfion. He might as well have publithed them for the ufe of the 
‘Mamalukes in Fgv pty or Buonaparte’s Sawans. ‘The Profeffor fhould 
tondefcend to give fome more general illaftrations, and a feleétion of 
the Greek Scholia, if he would confer a real favour, as it is in his 
power do to, on the Mafters of the Schools and the Tators of ae 
leges. I hope he will proceed in this important revifion, and 
haps effect the finat eftablifhment of the Greek text of all the T vay 
dians. ‘This 4e¢ can dv, or no man. .He will be entitled to the 
public gratitude of the armed world.---Such a man, fo gifted, fo 
tnitructed, fo adorned with various fcience, I could with to number 
among the defenders of the beft interefts of his country. But at 
prefent, moft unfortunately, in many of our learned men there is, in 
regard co fubjects of political and “facred importance, a fomething, 
which, in the plirafe of Hamlet, * Doth all the noble fubftance often 
dout.t’ Why is it fo?” 
*  Tironum ufibus potiffimum deftinata.” -Prefar. ad Hecubam, ¥. 3. 
t ** Malone's reading of the paflage.” ; 
Dramatic 
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Dramatic Bardolph in his nuptial noofe ;” 

And wifer Perry,* from his prifon loofe, 

Starts at the Diligence, that tells the tale 

How blithe French Printerst to Guiana fail : 

There reeling Morris, and his beftial fongs ; 

Blafpheming Monks ; and Godwin’s female wrongs ; 

The Lawyer’s ftrumpet, and di/puted draft ; 

And Darwin, feit’ring from the Horatian fhaft ; 

Bloffoms of love defcend in rofeate fhow’re, 

And laft, Democracy exhales in flow’rs.f’’ Pp. ¢7---70. 


In the juft praife befowed by the bard on the talents of Mr. Porfon, 
we heartily coincide ; and we fincerely join him in deploring, that a 
man fo eminently endowed with knowledge and abilities of a fuperior 
caft fhould have devoted fo large a portion of his time to purfuits fo 
wholly unworthy of him, It is with pleafure, however, we learn, 
that he is, at length, weaned from thefe purfuits, and that the public 
are likely to receive from his pen fome, at leaft, of thofe matterly 
productions which they have a right to expect from it. 

This poem has, like the * Purfuits of Literature,’? to which, 
however, it is greatly inferior, an appearance of affectation arifing 
trom the multiplicity of quotations from claffical authors, A tranf- 
lation of the paflages from the Greek and Roman writers is fubjoined. 
But why this oftentatious difplay of reading ? For learned readers the 
tranflation is ufelefs ; and, for unlearned readers, the original paf- 
fages are worfe than ufelefs. Both could not be neceflary, .The 
tranflation, with a reference to the original, would furely have 
sufficed, 


——— ee en es ee - 





* «¢ Perry, the Editor of the Morning Chronicle, was imprifoned 
three months in Newgate, for a libel on the Houfe of Lords.’’ 

t «* The example of the Caravan of Deportation, or, as it is 
called from the place of banifhment, the Gasana Diligence, in Paris, 
fhould be a warning to the editors and printers of fuch papers as the 
Courier, Morning Chronicle, the Star, &c. &c. how they abufe the 
patience and forbearance of the mild and lenient Government of 
England, 

** Under the bleflings of French freedom and emancipation, what is 
the liberty of thinking, fpeaking, and writing ? The authors, the 
printers, and the bookfellers, are crafhed at once and equally, and 
either chained in dungeons, or feized and {wept away from their 
native country, without hope and without judgement, unheard, un- 
pitied, and unknown, Pre lege voluntas ! 

‘© But we have yet a Nation to fave; we have millions of 
men who never bowed the knee to the Baal of Jacobinifm ; 
have alfo many who have drawn back trom the bloody id 
turned unto righteoufnefs to the prefervation of their fouls, 
bodies, and eftates, and the general deliverance of their count 

t ** See Dr, Darwin’s Botanic Garden and Loves of the Plas: 
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Art. XI. The Patriot: A Poem. By a Citizen of the World, 
8vo. Pp. 55. Price 1s, Kidgeway, London, 1798, 


HIS production of ‘* 4 Citizen of the World” is dedicated, 
with peculiar propriety, to Earl Stannope, who is well 
known to be a zealous difciple of the uziver/al Philanthropifts, who 
charitably extend their Satred to all who have not the good fortune 
to be fo enlightened as themfelves. The noble Earl is the fubject of 
‘« his morning and his evening’s fong.’? The book opens and clofes 
with a defcription of his patriotic and civic virtues, If his Lordfhip 
can be pleafed with fuch lines as the following, which are not the 
eworft in the book, he will have a rich treat.--- 


«« Ny countrymen! the hoary bard began, 

I fee our fame afcend like rifing dawn ; 

I {ee progreflive arts our ifland grace, 

And population, wealth, and joy, increafe,’’ 


Perhaps the tribute, in the laft pages to his Lordfhip’s patriarchal 
virtues, may afford a more pleafing fpecimen of the author’s abilities 
in this line of compofition :--- 


«© There Srannore rules, with patriarchal love, 
While all with grateful hearts obedient move : 
Thus circling planets round the central fun, 
With {mootheft order in their orbits run, 

Long may he live! belov’d and honour’d here, 
Enjoying pleafures permanent, fincere ; 

The friend of freedom, and each ufeful art, 

That can new happinefs to man impart, 

Long live the patriot, honour’d and belov’d, 
Suitain’d by virtue, and by truth approv’d,’’ 


N, B. ‘The author has been guilty of a mif/nomer, in calling 
his book ‘* 4 Poem.’’ 


Arr. XII, The Irih Boy: A Ballad, 4to. Pp. 16. Price 1s, 
Keariley, London. 1799. 


S a poetical compofition this ballad has confiderable merit : fimple, 
harmonious, and pathetic, it gratifies the tafte, and ftrongly 
affects the feelings, But, in another point of view, it is highly 
objectionable ; for it has a tendency to propagate prejudices injurious 
to the peace of fociety, and deftructive of that concord which it pro- 
feffes to inculcate. It is dedicated to the fubfcribers to a fund for the 
“© Relief of the Widows and Orphans of thofe Mcn who have perifhed 
during the Rebellion in Ireland,’’ without diftinGtion of party. That 
the purpofe i benevolent no one can deny, and we heartily with 
fuccefs to the fcheme ; but, furely, in fuch a publication, all party- 
allufions, all ftri€tures that can tend to excite animofity, and to increafe 
difcontent, are peculiasly improper. That the following ftanzas are 


calculated 
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calculated to produce the effect which we deprecate, will eafily be 


allowed ae 
«¢ And will you then fave me? O, gen’rous and kind! 
Save from ftarving a Carholic boy! 
How the great oxes will murmur, how rail, when they find, 
You preferve whom you ought to deftroy ! 


“6 T ought to deftroy ! whofe religion fays fo? 
Mine teaches {weet mercy and love ; 
With refentmnt and vengeance hell’s regions may glow, 
But they ne’er were taught them from above,” 


Agr. XIII, The Equality of Mankind: A Poem, By Michael 
Wodhull, Efg, Revifed and corrected, with Additions, Lon- 
don. 1798, 


HIS is the fourth time that this poem has been printed ; though, 
JL excepting, perhaps, when it was reprinted in Pearch’s Col. 
lection, we do not know that it can with prepriety be faid ever to 
have been. publifhed ; having, as it would feem, been printed, as 
now, only to be prefented to the friends of the author, However 
liberal this may be deemed, we cannot help noticing one peculiarity 
attending it, which feems to prove, that though, as he fays, ‘ over- 
fhadowing age may have pas sg his poetic fire,’’ 1t has not abated 
his zeal and ardeur in the caufe of what he calls Liberty, As far as 
our obfervation has reached, his copies appear to have been diitributed, 
chiefly, among the ladies ; and, we add, among young ladies ; no 
doubt, from the hope of finding in their ductile minds a more ready 
acquiefcence than he gould hope for from thofe who, in general, may 
be fuppofed to have been trained to fyftems of feverer ratiocination 
than are to be looked for in poets. 

This poem, as well as moft of Mr. Wodhull’s other compofitions, 
is written in fo high and rampant a ftrain of philofophy and demo. 
cracy, that taking, as it does, a curfory review of the Englith 
hiftory, we could almoft have perfuaded ourfelves that the congenial 
fpirit, whofe hiftorical inveftigations were noticed in our laft Number, 
and who, like this poet, had run through the hiftory of this king. 
dom, as it were, on purpofe to find occafion for abufing priefts and 
Kings, had made this poem his model. A man with more violent 
= againft both than Mr, Wodhull has, we have never 

nown; and it is impoffible not to regret, that a man, with fuch 
refpectable talents, fhould have proftituted them to the defence of fo 
unworthy a caufe. If, however, the credit which the author might 
have derived from good verfes be much diminifhed by their being 
employed to fet off and recommend bad principles, he is, in our efti- 
mation, ftill more inexcufable for having, again and unfolicited, 
brought them forward, when the world is fmarting fo feverely from 
their having already been but too fuccefsfully propagated in it. 

As heretofore publifhed, the poem confifted of 526 lines ; whereas, 
at prefent, it eontains 532; with a poftferiptof 16, ‘The alterations 
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it has undergone, confift both of omiffions and additions. The firft 
fix lines, in the edition of 1772, in which ic is acknowledged that, 
at firft, the author was both a Tory and a Jacobite, have now been 
left out; from an apprehenfion, we fuppofe, that, as thofe days are 
now o’er, and he is no longer ‘ pinion’d,”” but a complete fon of 
Liberty, it might be obferved of him, as it has been of others fo cir. 
cumftanced, that apoftates are almoft always prone to run into extremes, 
as none are fo likely to become infidels and libertines as enthufiafts and 
devetees, Whiatever truth there may be in the obfervation in general, 
Mr. Wodhull, at leatt, furnifhes no exception to it, 

We are furprized to find in a writer, whofe lines are, in general, 
harmonious, many that are profaic and Jame :—Thus, 


‘¢ Suddenly from the rock’s impending fide.”—1. 73. 
“¢ Eagerly ruth’d to fnatch the gilded toy.’’-—l. 236. 


There are many fuch in the poem ; but, as a fair fpecimen of it as 
a whole, we will now extract the charatter which he gives of the 
people of this nation, and which, though far enough trom being 4 
flattering picture, is probably drawn from the life :— 


‘€ Born in a changeful clime, beneath a fky, 
Whence ftorms defcend, and hovering vapours fly ; 
Stung with the fever, tortur’d with the ies: 
Boifteroufly merry, or churlifhly ferene ; 

By each vague blaft dejected, or elate ; 

Dupes in their love, immoderate in their hate ; 
With ftarch’d formality, or bearith eafe, 

The moft difguftful when they ftrive to pleafe ; 
No happy mean the fons of Albion know, 

Their wavering tempers ever ebb and flow— 
Rank contraries, in nothing they agree ; 

Too proud to ferve, too abjeét to be free.” p. 23—1. 477. 


We cannot clofe our review of this article, without firft repro. 
bating this author’s unmanly, though impotent, attack, on the great 
and good Lord Clarendon, one of the prime ornaments of our nation, 
both as a gentleman, afcholar, a Chriftian, a patriot, and an hifto. 
rian. ‘The infinuation that he meant to encourage affaflination is a 
forced inference from a cafual expreffion, which will more naturally, 
. and more jultly, bear another, and a very different, interpretation, 
It is as little to his credit as an impartial reader of our national 
hiftory, to inter from a paflage or two from Buchanan, an acknow- 
ledged party. writer, that the Prefbyterian form of church-government 
is not an innovation, We believe it is now pretty generally agreed 
by writers, on both fides, that Prefbyterianifm, at leaft, as a national 
inititure, was not known before the time of Calvin. We deem this 
violent opponent to our conititution, both.in church and ftate, {till 
more reprehenfible for the grofs mifreprefentation he gives of a well- 
known, and not unimportant, matter, of fact. He {peaks of the confe- 
cration of Dr, Seabury, the late learned, pious, and venerable Bifhop 
ot 
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of Conneticut, as a pretended confecration by a junto of non-juring 
Scotch ecclefiaftics, afluming to themfelves the epifcopal office.”’ (Pp. 28.) 
Let it fuffice to inform this prejudiced dealer in random affertions, that 
Bifhop Seabury’s confecration was as real and genuine as thar of any 
English or Irifh Bifhop whatever ; and the three Bithops who confe- 
crated him, far from being merely a juxto,.or aguming to themfelves 
the epifeopal office, derive their authority from as authentic and regular 
an efpifcopal fucceflion as any other Bifhops in the Chriftian world 
have to produce. See Skinner's Ecclefiaftical Hiftory of Scotland, 
VOL. 11. P. 683. 

In the colle¢tion of this author’s poems, printed in 1772, there is 
an epiftle on the ** Abufe of Poctry,” which feems to be obfcure, and, 
in no refpect, very interefting. The prefent colleftion, in like man- 
ner, clofes with a poem on the * Ufe of Poetry ;’’ which, like the 
former, fays but lite of poetry as poetry, but indulges, at great 
length, in his favourite term Liberty, a vague word, which, as he 
ufes it, is beft adapted to orators and poets, and the * Sovereign 
People.’’ Accordingly, the perfons and things here celebrated, are 
FEf{op’s two fables of the Suppliant, and the Children of Hercules by 
Euripides ; Lucan, Miiton, Akenfide, Mafon, Darwin, Voltaire, 
the French Revolution, Wafhington, La Fayette, and Kofciufko. 
It is a motley groupe: ‘¢ O my foul, come mot thou into their 
fecret ; unto their affsmbly, mine honour, be not thou united.” 
Gen, xi1x. v. 6, 


POLITICS. 





Arr. XIV. The Prefent State of Ireland, and the only Means of 


Preferving her to the Empire confidered, in a Letter to the Mar- 
guis Cornwallis, By James Gerahty, Efq. Barrifter at Law. 
8vo. Pp, 84. Price 1s. 6d. Stockdale, London. 1799.| 


HE author of this Traét difplays an intimate knowledge of the 
political hiftory of his country, and employs that knowledge, 

with the wifdom of an intelligent ftatefman, for the purpofe of de. 
riving advantage from paft errors with a view to future improvement, 
and thus promoting the great ends of fociety, the good and happi- 
nefs of all its members. From his hiftorical view itclearly appears, 
that the people of the Sifter Kingdom were, previous to their con. 
nection with this country, involved in a ftate of favage barbarifm, 
and that from that conneétion have refulted all the advantages, in 
point of commercial profperity, and national improvement, which 
they enjoy in their prefent ftate of comparative confequence. But 
Nir. G. alfo demonftrates, by the faireft deductions from pafl events, 
and by a reference to eftablifhed facts, that there exifts in Ireland 
that ftrong difpofition to effect a feparation of the two countries, 
which renders it impracticable to preferve the connection by means of 
fubfitting ties, Union or Separation he deferibes as our only alterna. 
tive ; 
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tive; if the former be not carried, the latter is inevitable. He is, 
therefore, alike earneft and confiitent, as a friend to both countries, 
in fupporting the meafure. 

He draws a lamentable, but a true, picture, of the prefent flate 
of Ireland, both as to the difpofition of the people, and the fyfem of 
government, the latter of which he reprefents as radically, yet xece/, 
Jarily, vicious ; that is, its vices are fo interwoven with the bonds 
which unite the two «untries, that deftroy the one, and the diflo. 
lution of the other muft follow. For the train of reafoning by 
which the author explains and upholds this dottrine, we mutt refer 
the reader to the book irfelf. 

That the conceffions made to Ireland in 1782, ox the Independence 
of her Parliament, have contributed to increafe the difficulties which 
are oppofed to an Union, will not be denied ; into the policy, wif. 
dom, or juttice, of thefe conceflions it is now needlefs to enguire ; 
but the*danger of acceding to amy demand preferred by an armed 
force is fo evident as to require no argument to enforce. ‘The author's 
obfervations on the tranfactions of that period are particularly jut : 


** The extent and multiplied demands of the war in which Britain was then 
engaged had much reduced the mihitary eftablifhment in Tseland; and her coat 
having been more than once infulted by the enemy, the Government could not but 
applaud the voluntary exertions of thofe who came farward in the public fervice 
Nothing, however, can fhew more the want of ftrength, or the want of witdom 
of the Government at that time, in fuffering a large military force to rife in the 
country, totally independent of its authority. Long experience has fhewn, that 
the beit inftitutions of human wifdom are fubje& to abufe, and that good and 
evil are fo intimately compounded, and fo infenfibly diftributed in all the ablor- 
ments of human life, that nothing can be faid to be abfolutely good which may 
not partake of evil; and no meafure to be fo convenient, from which miichief 
may not refult. Had the volunteers of Ireland adhered to their firit principles, and 
kept in view the object of their affociation, their condu€ would have been beyond 
all praife. Whenever the neceflities of our country oblige us to affume a miliary 
chara&ter, it fhould be well underitood, and never for a moment forgotten, that 
the exercife of civil nights is fufpended ; it is fomtheir final pretervation that tv 
foidier is created, who may be called the great executive of the ftate, while it is the 
citizen who legiflates; and as thefe two great powers of will and aétion, of com- 
mand and performance, cannot combine in the ftate without delpotifm, neither 
can they concentrate m the individual without producing anarchy. No principle 
of the Brith conftitution can be fo clearly proved, none is more fuitable to its 
wifdom, and certainly nonce, in its application, contributes more to the tran- 
quillity, to the liberties, and to the happinets of the itate. 

** The volunteers of Ireland, from foldiers became politicians, and formed a 
military convention, in perfect mimicry of the forms of Parliament, at the very 
moment when the Jawtul goverament was in the exercife of its funétions. Such 
was the ftate of public affairs: the intended effe€&€ was produced, and the British 
Parliament renounced all dominion and authority within the kingdom of Ire- 
land.” Pp. 69——71. 


‘The author next traces the confequence of this conceffion, and 
fhews what effect it had in encouraging that difpofition to feparation 
which, he maintains, has ever exiited, ina greater or lefs degree. 
He thus briefly fums up his argument, and concludes an able and dif- 
paflionate differtation, by recommending an Union, as the only means 
of preferving Ireland to the Britifh Empire! 


“ Alter che review which has been taken of the hiftory of Ircland, and the 
particulas 
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articular faéts which have been adduced, the fupplement of evidence which is 


fyruifhed by the late rebellion, eftablifhes, beyond all doubt, that a great degreg 
of reitleifnefs and difquict has long prevailed in Ireland ; that her lower claffes of 
eople have been uniformly turbulent and untraciable, qualiuies which indilpofed 
them to the dominion of England, from the peaceful habits and fubordination it 
would produce; that religious ditterenc e and the jealoubes of property forfeited 
by rebellion, and transferred to Englith fettleis, have promoted and intlamed their 

ejudices; and that they are ignorant, perfidious, and credulous. It appears, 
alfo, that the American war, and the revolution in France, have produced a throng 
difpohtion for change, and for new-modelling eftablifhed governments ; that this 
{pirit has had extentive influeace in Ireland; that the American war feparated Ire. 
land from the Englith Legiflature; that the conduct of the Irth Parliament in 1739 
eadangered the only connettion which remained, that of the executive; and that, 
in the prefent war, the dependency of Ireland on the Enghth Crown has been 


preferved by force of arms only ” Pp. 78, 79. 


Art. XV, The Con/equences of the propofed Union with refpe@ to 
Ireland, confidered, in a Sccond Letter to the Marquis Corne 
avallis, By James Gerahty, Efq. Barrifter at Law. 8vo. 
Pp. 60. Price 1s. 6d. Stockdale, London. 1799. 


N this letter Mr. Gerahty purfues his enquiry into the beneficial 
confequences of the Union‘to Ireland, and thews, in a more pare 
ficular manner, how its political power and commercial profperity 
will be affected by it. He alfo confutes fome of the objections ade 
vanced againit the meafure by its opponents. In fhewing the fallacy 
of thofe arguments which tend to prove the incompetency of Parliae 
ment to confent to an Union, he falls into an error fo grofs, that we 
cannot conceive how aman of his found principles and legal know. 
ledge could be fo egregioutly miftaken on fuch a point. ‘* The tae 
Houjes of Parliament,’’ he fays, ** in notion of law, and on the 
genuine and pure principles of the Englith conftitution, ftand in 
place of the whole nation, and are contidered as that very nation, 
with complete inveftiture of every right, and devolution of every 
power, which the people, in their original capacity, if individually 
collected, could poffets and exercife.’? Molt certainly the tawo 
Houjes poffefs no fuch power as is here afcribed to them ; that power 
is only vetted in the Parliament, confitting of the King and the 
three eftates of the Realm, the Lords Spiritual, the Lords ‘Temporal, 
and the Commons. ‘The miftake, however, does not affect the argu- 
ment, and, indeed, it evidently arofe from the converfion of an in- 
fulated cafe into a general principle. ‘The author had juft adverted 
to the Revolution in 1688, but he had neglected to obferve that the 
firft ftep of the two Houfes, after the arrival of William, was to 
have their aétions /egalized by the neceflary fanétion of the Royal 
fiat. Befides, this is a cafe that fhould never be quoted as a prece- 
dent; it was an extreme cafe, and could only be defended on the 
paramount principle of felf-prefervation. Of the power and of the 
duties of Parliament, properly fo called, Mr. G. entertains very juft 
notions, ‘This fubjet is difcufled in P. 56. and the three following 
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Aart. XVI. Neceffity of an Incorporate Union between Great Bri. 
tain and Ireland, proved from the Situation of both Kingdoms; 
avith a Sketch of the Principles upon which it ought to be formed, 
Svo. Pp. 132. Price 2s.6d. Wright, London. 1799. 


HIS writer has evidently paid the clofeft attention to the im. 
portant fulbjeét which he undertakes to difcufs ; and, unwarped 
y prejudice, unbiafled by paffion, he confiders the gueftion in all 
its fa earings and tendencies, with an earneft defire for the difcovery of 
truth. “He fets out, cadeed, with an affirmation that is incorreét, 
but its incorre¢tnefs has no effect upon his argument. He afferts, 
that the idea of an Union origmated, not with the Government, but 
with the public. The reverfe of this is the fact; but it is a matter 
of no moment, nor fhould we have noticed it, but that it feems to 
imply a preference of political arrangements which originate with the 
people over fuch as originate with the Governinent ; w rhe reas it is the 
peculiar duty of the Government to watch over the interefts of the 
State, and to devife fchemes to remedy any defects that may arife, 
(and fome defects muft arife in all human inftitutions,) and to fecure 
and extend the profperity and happinefs of the nation. 

[tis the object of this publication to prove, that the prefent con- 
nection between England and Ireland is infuficient to promote the 
profperity, andenfure the tranquillity, of the Empire; and, that an 
incorporating Union, forming the two nations into one kingdom, 
fubject to the fame laws, and roverned by the fame legiflature, is 
the only means to accomplifh thefe falutary effects. 

In his able attempt todemonitrate the infufficiency of the fubfifting 
connection, he alludes to a probable difference of opinion, between 
the two Parliaments, on queitions of primary importance, a diffe- 
rence which has once occurred, and which may occur more frequently 
hereafter :— 


“ The fpirit which appeared at the regency may flart up and haunt us in ten 
thoufand fhapes. That example will proclaim, toa reflecting mind, the danger of 
feparate Lepiilatures, as ftrongly as tem thouland inttances. 

as Another may be put more likely to occur, and not lefs likely to agitate the 
paffions of party, than the choice of a Regent, namely, the choice of a Minifter. 
When Mr, Pitt was placed at the head of Admini {tration, the Houfe of Commons 
addrefled the Crown to remove the Miniftry, as not poflefling the confidence of 
Parliament. The Monarch appealed from this judgement to that of his people. 
The people fanctioned his chore, and returned re preientatives, who have favoured 
that Cabinet with their confidence to the fulleft extent. An ind lependlent Parlia- 
ment in Ereland had the fame right to addrefs this language to their Sov ereign, asa 
Britith Houle of Commons had to their’s: * No man fhould prefide in the coun- 
cils of an Irith Sovereign, unlels he poffelles the confidence of the Irith Pa: 
ment.” Had this taken place, and, after a fimilar appeal, the Parliament of se 
land continued to refufe their confidence to Mr. Pitt, the Crown and the Empire 
mult have been confuled and dittra€ted between two Cabinets, or the kingdoms 
have been committed in the choice of a Minilter. Need we be referred to the 


conteft, pesrpeeeey trifling, between the Englith Lords and Commons, in the 
time of Charles Il. to eftimate the confequences ? 
poflible, isto place a new and heay 
choice af his Miniters."" Pp. 19, 20 


To render fuch mifchicfs even 
y fetter upon the will of a Sovereign, in the 


Our 
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Our readers miuft have feen, by the extracts which we gave, in 
our laft number, from many of the tracts which have been written 
againft the Union, that there isy undoubtedly, a party in Ireland 
who with for the /eparation of the two countries ; and, indeed, the 
exiftence of fuch a with was proved by the evidence delivered before 
the Committee of the Irifh Houfe of Lords, laft year, To this 
defcription of men the author undertakes to demonftrate that a fepara- 
tion, were it practicable, would not only be prejudicial to the in- 
terefts of Ireland, but abfolutely deftructive of her tadependence. 
His reafoning on this head is able, and, we think, conclufive ; it 
occupies ten pages, from 35 to 45. 

The advantages that would refult front as Union are placed in a 
ftrong point of view, and, we have no doubt, will have their proper 
effect on the minds of the Irifh, as foon as the heat of party fhall 
have fubfided, and the miits of prejudice be difpelled. On the prin- 
ciple on which an Union between the countries fhould be conducted 
we fully agree with the author :-— 

* Countries like Ireland and Great Britain cannot condu@ this arrangement 
apon a narrow principle of chaffer, and a petty truckle of paltry equivalents, 
They muft come to negociate, not in the fpirit of demand, but in that of felf- 
denial; not afking what they may be allowed to retain, but how much they are 
tolurrender for the common intereit, Difarming fulpicion, by a noble compe- 


tition in liberality, and giving a fure pledge of fincerity in the unbounded ex- 
change of reciprocal confidence.” Pp, 12g. 


We do not, however, concur with him entirely as to the conduct 
that Great Britain fhould obferve refpecting the Catholics, either in 
the event of an Union, or in the cafe of its rejection. We neither 
think that ‘* the entry of the Roman Catholics into the entire fran. 
chifes of a Britifh Subjet might follow as a dire confequence of the 
Union ;”” nor that, if an Union fhould not take place, am Britain 
would ¢¢ ftand excufed for taking part with”? the Catholics againft the 
Proteftants. ‘The firft point deferves much ferious confideration, and 
is, indeed, more difficult to decide than any of the fubjects which the 
author has difcuffed: and, on the fecond point, we differ from him 
toto celo, being firmly convinced that fuch a line of conduct would 
neither be fanéttoned by wifdom nor juftice. The following obfer- 
vation on the proceedings of the Irith Volunteers in the laft war, is, 
to fay the leaft of it, mjudicious. * Ireland armed in defence of 
the Empire, and wifely demanded her freedom as a recompence.”’ 

With thefe qualifications, and fome draw-backs on the ftyle, 
which is frequently harfh and turgid, we can recommend this tract as 
ene of the moft able, in point of reafoning and information, that has 
yet appeared on the fubject. 


Art. XVII. Thoughts on an Union. By Jofhua Spencer, Efq. 
Barrifter at Law. 8vo. Pp. 31. Price 1s. Stockdale, London, 


1798. : 
N our last number, (p. 191,) we reviewed an Anfwer to this re 
phlet, which we had not then feen. Mr. Spencer is decidedly 


adverfe to an Union, but he contents himfelf with ftating his opinion 
on 
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294 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


on the fubje&t, and with advancing affertions, without taking the 
trouble of fupporcing the one by argument, or the other by proof, 
He affumes asa fact, that an Union ‘ whilft Ireland groaned under 
the reftrictions on her commerce, would have been rejected by her 
beft and wifeft ftatefmen ;” on what he founds this aflumption we 
cannot conjefture; for all the recorded opinions of Trifh Statefmen 
which have fallen under our obfervation exprefsly contradict him, 
Did he ever read Molineux? Or has he heard of the fentiments of 
Forfter, even after thofe reftrictions were removed? 

Mr. S. argues upon falfe grounds, in fvppoting that the Union is 
confidered as exclufively advantageous to England, and that fome 
recompence is due to Ireland for the facrifice of her Independence. 
Inafmuch as it will tend to increafe the profperity and ftrength of 
theEmpire, it will certainly be beneficial toEngland ; but, moft affuredly, 
it will be productive of infinitely greater advantages to Ireland ; and 
this, we can affure the author, is thé general conviétion in this 
country. Mr.S. denies the competency of Parliament to confent to 
an Union ; but this, and all his other pofitions, haye been completely 
overthrown by the advocates for the meafure, whofe works we have 
before reviewed. 


Arr. XVII. Letters on the Subje& of Union, addreffed to Meffrs. 
Saurin and Febb, in which Mr. ‘Febb’s Reply” is confidered. 
By a Barrifter. 8vo. Pp. 79. Milliken, Dublin. 1799. 


4 Be two Gentlemen whofe opinions on the fubje¢t of the Union 
are here controverted, are Barrifters of eminence at the Irifh 
Bar, of confiderable talents, and moft refpectable characters. They 
are accordingly treated by the author with due deference and decorum, 
but at the fame time with that freedom and occafional feverity, which, 
in political controverfy, are not only allowable, but, moftly, una- 
voidable. The Letters are feven in number, three of which are ad- 
dreffed to Mr. Saurin, and four to Mr. Jebb. The author regards 
the idea of confidering the queftion of an Union in the abftract as 
ridiculous. ‘* I do confefs, that I can feel no more extacy or abhor- 
rence, in contemplating the abftra¢t idea of an Union, than I could 
do in contemplating the abftract idea of a fquare or a triangle.’’ Here 
he is led to confider an Union as eligible or obje€tionable, according 
to the terms and ftipulations which the plan may contain ; of courfe, 
he waits to fee the plan before he will {peak with decifion on the fub- 
ject. His arguments, therefore, are chiefly confined to the confutation 
of the objections which have been advanced, and to certain pofitions 
which have been brought forward in fupport of thofe objections. 
On the unftne/s of the times for the difcuflion of the queition, he 
obferves, ‘* when we have juit emérged from a cruel al defolating 
rebellion, into which long-gathering animofities and difconténts at 
length burft forth, it is deemed moft satimely, and imprudent to 
pro 
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opofe any change of that regime, if not from which, at leaft, 
during which, thefe bloody confequences flowed ;”” and he afkw, if 
the ficuation of the kingdom were the reverfe of what it is, “ could 
the minifter gravely tell the parliament, or the people, that ¢heir 


fituation being manifefily profperous and happy in a high degree, he 


thought they could notdo better than immediately alter and corre@ that 
conflitution, under which thetr profperity and happine/s had grown?” 
He fuccefsfuily expofes the folly of thofe who affert that an Union 
«« would fink Ireland to a province ;” and clearly eftablifhes the 
Competency of Parliament to conclude it. 


As Mr. Jebb’s pamphlet has been reprinted in England, and ex- ' 


tolled by fome of our critics, it were much to be withed that this 
able and judicious confutation of its leading principles and pofitions 
had the fame means of circulation. The author contends, that the 
very foundation of his adverfary’s reafoning is faulty ; for he afflumes 
that legiflative Union and furrender of Irith liberty are fynonimous 
expreflions ; whereas, in point of fact, a legiflative Union is no /er- 
render ‘at a mere (and merely /ocal) transfer of the legiflative ; a 
changing of the {phere and centre of its operation, rather than an 
abating of its fupremacy.” Having deftroyed the bafis, he attacks 
the fuperftructure with equal fuccefs, and eafily drives his opponent 
from thofe holds, which his fancy had, no doubt, reprefented as im- 
pregnable, He fometimes quits calm and grave diicuilion for keen 
and pointed irony,-a weapon, dangerous in untkilful hands, but 
wielded by him with confiderable dexterity. We fhall extract fome 
{fpecimens of his ftyle and mode of reafoning :— 


“ In page 2, you adhere to your petitra principit, by calling Union the annihila- 
tion of our parliament; but it mult be confe‘fed that your allufion to the ‘horrors 
and agonies of that bloody Rebellion’ tron which the country has emerged, and to 
* thofe animofities ctuil and religigus which’ (even before an Union, you fay) ‘dif- 
traét us,’ involves a itrong argument for abitaining from all change, or attempting 
to corre&t the fyftem under which thole animoiitics have arifen, and with which, 
inthe opinion of fome theorifts, they are connected, 

** Tt muft alfo be allowed, that your endeavours to appeale the indignation of 
fhe country, by reprefenting that the meafure which you recommend to them to 
meet with calmne/s, as ‘ an injurous infult,’ are very meritorious and well-judged ; 
aud the confiltency of that praife which in 2. 16 you beltow on the mild and trans 
gurilizing Spirit of Lord Cornwallis’s adminiitration, with thofe triangular 
and gallows terrors which inv. 2 you reprefent as ftitling the public voice, and 
impeding all difcuffion; the confiftency of thofe two pailages, I fay, istoo obvious 
to need comment.—lI am far from conceiving (r. 3) * that the magic of the Secre- 
tary’s pen could extend the omnipotence of Parliament to the works of nature ; 
inafmuch as I arm unable to fee how omnipotence could be increafed; but as to 
that annihilation of the Irifh channel, which ftrikes you to be fo impraéticable, I 
doubt whether the naval power of Britain has not already atchieved it. I doubt 
whether the greatnefs and glory of the Englith flects have not, to all political intents, 
formed fuch a bridge of communication as to warrant us in ailerting that the inter. 
veniag channel does not feparate the filler countries.”” Pp. 39, 40. 


Again:— 


* A comparifon of pages 27 and 63 feems to convidt you of inconfiftency, In 
the former, you meafure the Irith againit the Englith members, and {tate the pro- 
Portion as one to five: in the latter you reprefent the Iridh Corps of Legiflators as 
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conftantly forming a part of the miniiterial phalanx. In the firlt part of youg 
argument you lament over the Irth, as lett ina fad minority: in the latter, your 
caufe of lamentation is, that they will coultantly form: a part of the Minifter’s 
majority. I have no objection to crying over either of thefe events with you ; but 
do not infift of my crying over both! [ cannot concede you more than this alter. 
native lamentation; fince if the Englifh members be to the Irifh in the propoition 
of five to one, thefe latter can do no mitchief by adhering tothe Minifter: for your 
hypothefis oppofing the Britifh and Irith to each other, it follows that the Minifter 
would be in a minority : and, on the other hand, if the Irth conftitute part (». 63) 
of the large majorities of the Minitter, this balancing of them with their Englith 
Brethren muft ceaie, both being ex AypotheA, thrown into the fame feale.”” P. 42. 


To the objection founded on the /uppofed inadequacy of the number 
of Irith reprefentatives in the United Legiflature, the author replies, 
thata fcheme of Union may eafily be tound that would render all 
reafoning upon fuch ground perfectly inconclufive :— 


** Reprefentation ought, I take it, to be in the ratio of contribution : the origins 
and peculiar funttion of the Lloufe of Commons prove that it fhould be fo; 
and therefore the Scotch Union was conceded by England on equitable terms, in as 
much as Scotland, affuming about a fortieth fhare of the public burdens, obtained 
aneleventh fhare of Reprelentation ; terms fo advantageous that, if Burnet and 
other hiftorians may be believed, ‘ nothing but the confideration of the fafety that 
was to be procured by it to England, could have brought the Englifh to agree toa 
projedt, that in every branch of it was much more favourable to the Scotch Natron. 
if fimilar views to fafety now a¢tuate Great Britain, Ireland has fimilar grounds 
fox expecting greatly advantageous terms of Union; and if the incorporation were 
intimate, complete and juft, as reafonably might this country repine at being at 
the mercy ef an imperial (not foreign) parliament, as the ‘limb might repine at 
heing at the merey of the man; as reafonably might one member of the Empire 
entertain jealoufy of another, as my leg might be jealous of my partiality to my 
arm.” Pp. 51, 52. 


There is no one point in which the Anti-Unionifts have fo ftrongly 
betrayed their ignorance, or mifreprefentations, or both, as in all 
their arguments refpecting the Union between England and Scotland, 
both as to the caufes and effects of that event. This could not efcape 
the keen obfervation of the writer of thefe letters, whofe remarks on 
the fubjeét are forcible and juft :— 


“ When you touch on the conne€tion of the Scots with France, I leave it to 
Hoche and Humbert, Tone and Mc. Nevin, to anfwer the argument which fuch an 
allufion involves; and when you notice ‘ the fevere but perhaps neceflary policy’ 
adopted with refpeét to commerce by England towards Scotland, I thank you for 
having refuted thofe arguments which you infinuate: aft, where you afk if there be 
any commercial benefit which an Union could produce to Ireland, that Britain 
witnout an Union might not grant? and edly, where you hope (pr. 50) that the 
chance of Cork to be chofen asa naval ftation will not be affeéted by the fuccels 
of the proje€t for an Union. You yourfelf admit that, uatil the Realms of England 
and Scotland became united, the fame policy, which was fevere, might yet be ne- 
celiary; like cafe, dike rule, is a good legal maxim. 

‘* But when you refer the Rebellions of 1715 and 1745 to the Scotch Union, 
you ditler from fome hiftonans of good reputation; who have, on the contrary, 
referred them to that mere attachment to the family of Stuart which preceded, and 
was unconnected with the Union, and which, though no Iegiflative incorporation 
had taken place, would as certainly have generated a Rebellion againft a Scotch 
act of fettlement, fecuring the Hanover fucceflion. 

*“ To attribute the inturrettions of 1715 and 1745 to the Union, is as incon- 
fiftent with the hiftory of thofe tranfa€tions themfelves, as it is with all hiftorical 
tradition onthe fubje&t. ‘All thofe,’ fays Tindal, * who adhere inflexibly to the 
Jacebite Intereft, oppoted every tkep that was made towards an Union with great 
vehemenct 5 
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wehemence; For they faw that the Union flruck at the root of all their dejigns for a 
new Revolution.’ Now that thele defigns preceded that Union which it was feared 
would impede their execution, feems an inference fo plain; that I doubt whether I 
fhould be prevented from~drawing it, by even the opinion offt majority of 164 


0 32. : . ; 
“1 doubt whether in the face of your four Reprefentatives (rp. 52) of all profel- 


fonal merit at the Lrifh Bar fhould not venture to affert that the root malt have 
had exiftence, in orderto its being {truck at;—and that the Union could not at 
once have fown the feed of thofe revolutionary defigns, and been the meafure which 
ftruck at the root from whence they fprung.” Pp. 62—64. 

In the feventh letter the inconfiftency of Mr, Jebb, and the fallacy 
of his opinions, are ftill more ftrongly expofed.: 

Of the Englifh Revolution in 1688, this fenfible writer difplays 
much deeper, and more accurate, knowledge than thofe patriots in 
either kingdom, who are inceflantly declaiming on Revolution-prin- 
ciples. His remarks on that event are to be found in p. 78. 

We have given fuch copious extracts from thefe letters, that it is 
needlefs for us to pronounce our judgement on their merits. Our readers 
will decide for themfelves, and we have little doubt but their verdict 
will be highly favourable to the author. 


DIVINITY. 





Art. XVIII. Chrifian Patrictifn. A Sermon delivered in the Parijhe 
Church of Stoke-Newington, in the Gounty of Middlefex, on 
Occajion of the Attendance of the’ Armed Affaciation of Stoke- 
Newington, and its Vicinity, at Divine Service, on Sundey, 
Ofober 21, 1798. By George Gafkin, D. D. Reétor of that 
Parith, and of St. Bene’t Gracechurch, in the City of London. 
8vo. Pp. 29. Price 1s. Rivingtons, London. 1798. 


Se is a plain but impreffive addrefs, from a worthy and moft 
re{petable Minifter to his Affociated Parifhioners, in which 
he evidently appears folicitous rather to convince by foundnefs of 
principle, than to dazzle by brilliancy of ftyle. His firft object in 
this difcourfe is to remove a prejudice, too frequently admitted 
again Chriftianity, that ‘* a concern for the peace and profperity of 
the world is altogether foreign to [from] its true defign,’’ and to 
prove that patriotifm, properly underitood, is ** not only a political, 
but a religrows virtue, partaking of the love of God and of our neigh- 
bour.”” Having generally eftablithed thefe two points, Dr. G, pro- 
ceeds to enforce the particular application of them on his hearers, by 
aconfideration of the many civ:/ advantages which we, as Englith- 
men, exclufively enjoy ; and of our higher confequent obligation to 
defend them from ‘ all theoretic innovators at home, and all holtile 
attempts from abroad.’’ He then fhews how much this obligation is 
ftrengthened ‘by the religibus privileges wherewith we are bleffed.’’ 
For, fays he— 
_ “ Chriftianity, God’s choiceft gift to man, is, in all the purity of its doftrines, 
wall the holinefs of its precepts, aud in all the accuracy of its primutve form, not 
NO. IX. VOL. 41. M im ony 
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only poffefied, but Lkewile ¢//« Le Zamongit us by the laws and confitutionet 
Our country; yea, then, (as he emphatic ‘ly adds in the words of his text.) dec, 

P ’ ; 4 a 
of | the h mfoef he Lord our Ged, we wi vill feck to do thee good.” 


This view of his fubject naturally leads the Doctor to a pyc 
tion of all armed affociations, formed for the prefery oP of fix 
wivaluable bicflings, againit the cavails of © certain vifio may enthu. 
fiaits, who go onto condemn even defenfrve war.’ For, as he brici 
but forcibly, contends, ** knowing that the magiftrate is the minilier 
of Grad, and that he bear th not the fivord 1m © ‘iN, the lawfulne(s ot 
bearing it under him, without which he m/f bear it in vain, is ob 10us 
toe very one, W hofe eyes are not cloted by pre judiee and party. 

Thofe of our readers who are neq: ainted with the unaffected piety 
and zeal of this active and orthodox member of our church, will ex. 
pect to ice him improving the occafion of fueh a mecting to the firl 
purpofe of all religious aflemblics ; and we accordingly find him 
concluding his difcourfe with an earnett and ; iffectionate exhortation 
to thole, who have itepped torward as good /ubjecis, to be catretul to 
approve themfelves goed chrifians; and expoting ** the prepoftercas 
inconfiftency of prot fcling to fi ght tor religion while we Live re gardlets 


> 


of itslaws:’? and bere we not he: urtily join diiue with him, hay ving 
long fince admitted as an ax iom the opinion of a mott acute and 
protound obferver of mankind, that as well night we expect to mea. 
efure a itrait line with acrooked rule, as to find public virtue in the 
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Lat. XIX. 4 Sermon preached in the Parivfh. Church of Woolwich, 
wn the County of Re nt, om Luejdavy Odober 16, 1793, before 
the Members of thi ned . if: jation of WMoclw: " Loyal Volun 
feers. iS G. A. Thomas, A. M. Rector ot Woolwich, and 

Prebendary ot Lichfield.  Publithed by Requeit. Pp. 38. 


ee ia aes —_ T P rele a , 
ALVINYTONS, London, 1798. 


WE are pleafed to fee this able and animated Writer, whofe 
difcourfe on focal worfhip we fo lately noticed, again appear 
ing betore the public with much credit to himfelf ina ” forcible dif. 
courte, delivered, like the preceding article, before an armed affocta- 
tion of his parith, and, like that too, printed at the requeft of thofe 
to whoin it was particularly addrefled. With the fame views and 
principles, Mr. Thomas, in this forcible appeal to the underftanding 
and feelings ot his hearers, reminds them of the bleflings for which 
they are contending, the peculiar character of the enemy again it 

whom they have taken up arms, and the duty thence refulting, cheer 
fully to bear their proportion of the burdens which fuch a ftate of 


— women -- -_ 





* We have given this quotation as we remember to have met with it in the writ- 
sof the late EKdinund Burke, whofe teltimony in fucha cafe, from his Jong and 
wte acquanatance with molt of the politwal characters of his time, may almott 
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warfare muft neceffarily impofe,s While he endeavours to confirm thefe 
Loyal Volunteers in the honourable part w hich they have taken, by 
judicioully contrafting their patriotic exertions with the criminal 
fupinenefs of thofe, w ho, under the cloak of chriitian mecknefs and 
the plaufible plea of relying on Providence, weakly ‘ expect to 
attain the end without the ufe of the proper means—for to imp lore 
the protection of the Almighty, while we neglect the means of de- 
fence which he has gractoufly put into our hands, would be as idle as 
to pray, that the ftones fhould be made bread while we neglect the 
cultivation of our ficlds.’’ 


Art. XX. The Excellency of the Church of England, and the 
Unreafonablene/s of Separation from it. A Sermon, preached in 
the Pari/> Church of Enford, in the County of Wilts. To 
avhich is prefixed an Addre/s to bis Parifbioners. By John 
Prince, A. B. Vicar of the Parifh, 8vo. Pp. 31. Price rs. 
Rivingtons. Hatchard, London. 1798.° 


THE purport of this difcourfe, as we learn from the addrefs, 
appears to bey to counteract fome endeavours which had been 
uted to ieduce his parifhioners from the communion of the church of 
England. Whether this attack upon the principles of the inhabitants 
of Enford is part of the general fyftem which at prefent is faid to 
prevail, for the corruption ot the whole diocefe of Salifbury, we are 
not authorized to fay, but we moft heartily with that every parith 
ptieft in the kingdom would as zealoufly defend the doétrines of the 
e(tablifhment as Mr. Prince hasdone, His fermon, he modeftly fays, 
6 claims a other merit than that of a good intention.’? Good inten- 
tions, with us, fhall ever receive, at leatt, their fair proportion of 
commendation ; and whenever we find them united with integrity 
and ability, our beft praifes {hall not be wanting, Mr. P. takes his 
text from the forcible words contained in the sae verfe of the 4th 
chapter of the epiitle to the Ephetians, and thence — out the 
denges r of being deluded by every new opinion which happens to be 
the prevailing and fafhicnable doctrine of the day, with great earnett- 
ne fs. and contiderable ability. His ftyle is not of the moft polifhed 
nature, and his periods are occafionally too long ; but thefe faults, 
if fuch they may be denominated, are amply compentated by the 
general purity of his do¢trinc, and the evident fincerity of his in. 
tentions, 


Art. XXI. A Sermo preached at Trinity Chapel, Warrington, 
March 7, 1798, being a Day appointed for aGeneral Faft. By 
the Rev. John Woodrow, late of Catherine Hall, Camb widge. 
4to. Pp. 24. Price is. Rivingtons, London. 1798. 


WE entirely agree with the Rey, Author of this difcourle in 
the opinion exprefled in his dedication of it to the Bifhop ot 
Chefter, that “no man can. be an uninterefted fpectator of the 
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events which are palling around him; 20 max ought to be tnd: ferens, 
pis is called upom by every motive of prudence, as ewell as uty. t 

tribute h; '§ ena: avours to reftore ander 1 the moral auorld * and 
we, ina more particular manner, « Tent to the doctrine, that a cleroy. 
man mtay here, as on many cther occafians, exert himfelf in a way at 
are Jaudable and efeclual. As the decided and profetled fupporters 
ot the eftablifhments, as now exiting in church and ftate, we rejoice 
in the increafing activity of the clergy for the defence of religion and 
focial order ; and we fincerely hope that no falfe principle of modera 
tion, no ; docelatal fentiment of liberality, may for a moment Jiaiait. 
che important labour, 

There is fearcely any event of modern times, to which fomething 
like a parallel may not be found in the facred writings of the old tefta- 
ment, and few circumttances make a Rronger impre ion ona Chriftian 
congregation than an apt and judicious uitration of fuch fimilitud: ‘Se 
The comparifon of the fituation of Judah, when furrounded by in- 
veterate enemics, with the ftate of this country, as drawn in this 
fermom, is triking an d manifeft, and we truft that they who read it 
will obferve the means by which it (Judah) was relieved from the 
dithculties which aifailed it. It is not in our power, as we have 
betore declared, to notice, pormcntary, the contents of every fingle 
fermon; we mutt, without they have more than common claims to our 
attention, be fatisfied with comm ending thofe which we think defery 
ing, and holding up thofe to public cenfure which we conceive w orthy 
of our re pre henfion. The fermon before us is of the former fort. The 
language is vigorous and manly, and the applications of the various 
portions of hiitory are, in general, clofe, and to the purpofe. We 
will not conclude our fhort notice of it without offering a fpecimen 
of the ityle. ‘The preacher finithes his exhortations to “the practice 
of religion and loyalty in the follow ing animating manner :— 


* Purfuing this line of couduét, we not only preferve to ourfelves every thing 
dias is dear to us, but, Jike affectionate fathers and confcientious fte wards, we 
fhall hand down to pofteri ty an improved eitate, and when the chil on n which 
are yet unborn fhall read the lamentable hiftory of the lait nine years, they will 
revere the memory, and — after the virtues, of thofe anceftors, who, in one of 
the molt eventful aud ardaous periods of the world, with enemies of anew and 
unknown caft almoft at their very door, fometimes endeavouring to entrap them 
under the fpecious charm of hberty, at other times holding out threats of extermi- 
nation, had the wifdom to fee, and the fortitude to adhe re, totheir true interefts. 
When this new race fhall be involved in difhcultics, which religious valour on nly 
can furmount, the virtues of the dead will read an interefting lelfon to the livis 
they will know where to apply for an antidote to their troubles; they will go to 
the God of their fathers, and, appealing to that mercy which extends to thou! ands 
of generations, they will fay, our fathers hoped in thee, they trufted in thee, and thew 
drift deliver them. Yea, Lord, we do hope in thee, we do truft in thee, that that 
protection which thou hatt fo often extended to this favoured ifle will not now be 
withholden. Let not Mec Heathen fay, ahere ts now therr Cod? Whe are tiev 

rnong all the Geds of the countries that kave delivered their country out of gy hard, 
that the Lord , hould deliver Feri fal n out of mine hand ? But fay to our enemies, 
as thou did Hot old to the proud king of Affyria, He shall not come into th sersy, farth 
the Lord. (ii Kings, xix. 92,93) Lo we that are ‘thy people, and , cep of thy 
pajture, fhall give thee thanks for ever, and will always be fhcwing jor 4 thy praifey 


ART, 


; 


generation to generation.” (Pialaas ix. 14.) 








Bowles’s, Clarke’s, and a Country Curate’s Sermons. 201 


ART. ca A Difcourfe a: {; vered fo the M:/ j tary A) Vociations Sor 
the To: ana 1 Dif? ric? of Sha ft J* us ? 7 Ma uday, Dee. 3» 199d, 
and sublifoed at the Regu weft of the re Or, and Oftcers of the 
re) pe Five Co rp fe. by the Rev . W . Bie ow le de 410. y p- 8. 
Rivingtons, London. 1799. 


IN this addrefs Mr. B. attempts to prove that the Armed Affocia- 
tions of this country mn as sup iftiable Srom the tenor and fpirit of 
Chriftianity, as thofe laws are which punyh the robber and the 
murderer. We are not inclined to difpute this pofition, far if the 
éontrary doctrine were eftablithed, we might wait in ftupid and in- 
fenfible laffitude until the preient {poilers of the e: rth had _—_ 
plithed upon us the utmoilt cxtent of their atrocious de ig mms. In de. 
tending this country againit the enemies of haman happinefs, we 
think that we are detendi ing religion herfelf, and heaven forbid that 
our efforts fhould be palti fied “by adopting the pernicious tenets of thofe 


; wht 
pe 


TY ‘Nn wh ) ee é mR rime the qwords C , ate, ve ik Lh i* Lite rai far 


$ion’’ on one occafion, gnd in a tigurative fente on another. But on 
the opinions of the fect here alle feat tO, iol er opr: tunities may oecur 
to fpeak. Mr. B.’s is a reipectable difcourfe for the puny ole, and 
we doubt not, from the circumftance which gave rife to its publica. 


tion, it was beard with the attention it merits. 


AR r. A [] ae The i ik hangeabl. nels of G a’s P rowed. NCE ower 
the Welfare of theje K rnd IS, di/played m the cxtraord ary 
Surttablen. /s of the J ML TING ¢ VCeCllend YMETMCH, pre ache a by Jy, 
Samuel Clarke, on the 22d of November, 1709, to the Events 
avhich occasion d th: Ap poi iment of a@ Public | / ank/grwing ON 
the 29th of Nowember, im the prefent Year 1798. t2me,. 
Pp. 22. Price gd. Hatchard, London, 17q3. 


VE cannot {peak too highly of the motives which occafioned 
the republication of the fermon before us in its prefent form ; 
but we fear that the compartfon of the fituation of the country at the 
ditterent periods alluded to, to any eee icial purpofe of eftimation, 
; above the capacity of thofe for whofe fe it ts principally defigned. 

Phis fermon is not an object for our criticifn ; we fhall only eapret 
Our lncere ope 3 that it may be productive oi whe ZO xd antended. 


Arr. XXIV. England’s Caufe for Thankfulnefi. A Serr 
preached on the Day appomted for a General Lhank/giving, 

798. By a Curate in the Country. 8yvo. Pp. 18. Price 64 
' cKiginen, York. 1798. 


— 


GREAT piety and good intention are virible in this fermon, 

we -fhall rejoice uw our coud report of it can prom st Its car 
' . . + 

sation. 
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Art. XXV. The faithful Soldier and true Chriftian ; and the 
Mijeries of Rebellion, confidered in tava Sermons preached at the 
Paria hurch of All-Saints, Northampton, September gth, 1798, 
By the Rev. Wm. Agutter, A, M. Chaplain and Secretary to 
the Afylum. 12mo, Pp, 24. Price 6d, Rivingtons, Lon. 
don. 1798, 


IN the firft of thefe difcourfes, the pious pone takes occafion, 
from the admonition of the Apottle, * endure bardne/s as a good 
foldier of ‘Fejus Chrift,” to - ain the refpective duties of a Soldier 
and a Chriitian ; and in the fecond, from the firft of Samuel c. XV, 
v.23. “Reperrion:s as the fn of witcheraft, and fiubbornne/s as 
imigutty and sdolatry,”’ to point out the dreadful co nfequences of civil 
warfare, and to indicate the caufes which tend to produce it. The 
fubjetts are well chofen, and are treated with zeal and ability. 


MISCELLANIES, 


— 





Art. XXVI. The Beauties of the Anti- Facobin, or Weekly Ex arene rs 
containing every Article of permanent Interef ar permanent Cedi 
in that walenide and highly efeemed Paper, Literary and Pol, te 
cal; the avhole of the excellent Poetry : loge ther avith E xp lana- 
tory Notes, Biographical Anecdotes, and a Prefatory Adwverti/e- 
ment by the Edizer. rzmo. Pp. 323. Price 5s. Chapple, 66, 
Pall-Mall, London, 1799. 


S we fhall have occafion to criticife the papers, of which th 
volume profes vs to contain the Beaxtres, 11 another depart it 
of our Review, we fhall confine our notice to the  Prefatory Adver- 
tifement of His Editor,’’ who thus aflignus his motives for the publica- 
tion of the book before us :— 


“* Being one of thofe perfons who were of apinion that the paper entitled 
The Anti-Jaconiy, or Wrexcy Examiner was calculated to produce the 
moft beneficial effe¢ts on the public mind, | waited in earneft expeAation of fee- 
ing it republifhed in fuch a form as would bring its purchafe within the reach of 
that clafs of fociety to which the inftruction which it imparted was, perhaps, 
more immediately neceflary than to any other members of the community. 
Difappointed in this expeétation, trom what caufe it is needlefs here to enquire, I 
determined to felect what appeared to me moft permanently ufeful, and moit 
permanently interefting, from thofe highly ufeful and highly interefting papers, 
and to publifh it at fuch a price as would merely defray the incidental expences 
of publication. This projeét was conceived, and nearly completed, before the 
octavo edition, in two volumes, wa: angounced. Its appearance, it is fuper- 
fluous to obferve, was better calculated to ftrengthen, than to change, my 
vriginal intention. The price, cighteen fhillings, is fuch as muft unavoidably 
limit its circulation, and confine it to the fhelves of the opulent, where it will 
form a reipectable affociate for the bett periodical works of the prefent age. This 
lutte volume alpires to no fuch honour ; it is intended to occupy a place on the 


tableg, 
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tables, or in the pockets, of the middle clafs of focietvy, of which Tam myfelf 
member-—a clafs eminently ufefal itfelf in the foctal circle, and able to appre- 


‘ate what is ufeful in others.” 


..e 


The editor then proceeds to point out the difference between t 
friends and the exemies of the conflitution, in their conduct to each 
ot! her, as well as in their “* judicic 45 mana; rement of HE VREss "ea 
and we are forry be fay that his inference, in afligning 1° fuperiority 
of ad antage to the latte lr, 1S but too jul. We pe rfee tly accede to 
the propricty of the following obfervations : ebbiabben to thi 


effential point deft: ‘oved the monarchy of France :— 


r 
th 
th 


“In the pretent fiate of Kurope, it ts as much the duty of thofe who are 
entrufted with the government of ftates, to attend to the Press, as to the army, 
ortothe revenue. ‘The call upen them is imperious; to evade it would bx 
treacherous 3 to reiit it cominal. {n erdinary times, when the acquitition of 
power, between fm al perties, is (hs object of contention, government may, 

ithout danger, ‘ently contemplate the fquabble, and remain patiive and 
inert. But when the ebrect of competition is the focral and civilzed world, 
with ali its venerable trata of rehyious duties and mosal teclines, no imdtvidual 
can be neutral and virtuous; no government can be inactive and innocent. 
Partial unconnetted exertions, under fuch circumftances, would be unavail 
method mutt be oppofed by method; fyftem met by ivitem 5 ne tc ‘ fh patiionm 
mutt be dileowed to interfere with the general plan , no co/d fa * be tuttered 
to murits lucects. The Miarnitu fle of che ecttort mutt be proportion “1 to the 
trance of the ftake 


ie s 


*< The author of the Purfuits of Literature has, in his laft publication, * The 
Shade of Alexander Pope on the Banks of the Thames,’ cénfured Mr. Pitt for 
having ufed the expreflion * cold avconomy’ in the Houte of Commons ; and he 
dupports the juftice of his cenfure by the words of Cicero, * Magnum \ecctigal ef 
parimonia.” An admonition to @conomy came with as good a grace from the 
south of Cicero as it would come from the lips of Mr. Sheridan; forif any 
credit be due to the accounts which we have of his life and conduct. no man 
ever paid lefs attention to @conomy, in his private concerns, than Marcus Tul 
lius Cicera. ‘The Roman, like the Britifh, orator, had a fplendid town retidence, 
ind various country villas; Cicero bought his houfe, onthe Palatine Hill, with 
borrowed money; Sheridan purchated his feat in Surrey without any money at all, 
Phe comparifon might be purfued with a om to the Englith fenator, who cer 
tainly has ditplayed the greateft portion of tffeal i ibility, by atchieving the greateft 
fes with the leaft means, But. toyeturn to the fubject, Cicero was too 
much of a fttatefman to recommend that f{pecies of @conomy which fetters the 
operations of fovernment, confines them to feeble or impotent exertions, re- 
duces them te the nec eflity of adopting a vicious fyftem of Aa/; meapures, & d thus 
tends to the protraction of war, and, ultimately, to the increafe of the public 
expence, Surely the reproach of extravagance is very ill applied to the Minifter, 
who has done, what none of his predeceffors dared to do, by the eftablifiment 
of a Committee of Finance, tor the exprets purpofe of inveftigating eve ty branch 
of the public expenditure, and laving the whole before the world in a perfpicu. 
Ous a and aethnsltadive form; durimg whofe adminiftration, fuch wconomical re- 

renche nents have been made ” the collection and manarcement of the revenue, 
th it there are actually feven Aundred and forty-feven perfons lets employed now, 
fo manace a revenue ot corey tor than were employed, when the prefent 

iifter firft came into officc, to manage a revenue ot icfs than half the amount, 
©.000,000 only ; >; and by whok prud nt arrangement allo as ton has bee 
effected, in the excife, of four hundred and Sifty-nine officers, ‘employed in the 
jalt department, which he has abolifhed,) by which an annual fiving to the 
public has been atchicved of 26,9521. and in the cuftoms cighty-fer tinecure 
p.aces have been fupprefied, to which falanes were annexed, varying trom 1vvl 
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5°o4 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


Some notice is taken of the condu€tors of the Anti-Jacobin, and 
a tribute of juftice paid to their talents and exertions, A letter 
figned Muacius, which, no doubt from the beft motive, has been ex. 
cluded from the o€tavo edition, 1s here giv en, and the editor afligns 


foine fatisfactory reafons for retaining it. Indeed, he appears, in 


his felection, to have confulted the weekly paper exclufively. He 
gives the following account of the contents of the volume, which, 
upon clofe examination, we have found to be juft :— 


** Tdo not believe that, in this volume, I have omitted to infert any one 
of the Effays contained in the original papers ; and fuch articles only are omitted 
as related to fubjeéts of a mere temporary nature ; of this defenption are the 
Foreign Intelligence, and, more particuiarly, the Weekly Examiner. So that 
it may be literaily faid to contain every part of the Paper that can properly be 
ceemed permanently intercfiing. ‘The whole of the Toetry is given, and it in- 
cludes many excellent fpecimens of genius, humour, and tafte, that will our 
live the aor in wh ich they were firft exhibited. Of thefe, the Poen entitled 
. * Ne w Morality,’ indifputably claim the pre-eminence. The few notes which 

rave been ad ted are chiefly intended to explain or illuftrate the text, where ex- 
ae ation or illuftration appeared to be detirable for the generality of readers. | 
truft that this attempt to contribute to the gratification ot the Public, at an eafy 
rate, will not be un ecep.cbdle to them for whofe fake it was made; and that this 
endeavour to extend the circulation of a work, containing found principles, and 
important traths, will not be ditpleating to thofe Gentlemen who had the prin. 
c.pal fhare in its compotion.” 


We have only to add that the volume is neatly printed, and that it 
appears to us a valuable acquifition to thofe who either cannot atlord 
to purchafe the larger work, or may not choole to incur fuch an ex. 


police 

Arr. ae The Beautres of the late Right Hen, Edmund Burke, 
Se lefed a OM ye" iLL S coe. of that extraora: mary Manx, alpha- 
b tica te Arran Re a. le which is prefixed, a Shetch } Ais I tf ; 


4 


Pp. 656. Price ros. Weft and Chapple, London, 1798. 


avith fame original Anecdotes of Mr. Burke. 8vo. 2 Vols. 


HEE Sketch of Mr. Burke’s Life,-prefixed to this felection from 
Lis works, 5, indeed, a mere outline, neither remarkable for 
ftrength of selemblance, nor delicacy of colouring. ‘The writer has, 
evidently, undertaken a tafk much above his ability ; but as it is 
fated to be ‘ the firtt oe, of a trembling pen in the bie graphic 
line,’ we fhall {pare the defeéts of the compofition from regard for the 
inodefty of the author. We cannot, however, but exprefy. a with that 
his practice had better correfponded with his protetiions, and that his 
remarks on the lait years of Mr. Burke’s political life, and particu- 
larly ov his cond ct to Mr. Fox, had difplayed lefs confidence and 
moie juftice. "Phe painter may analyze the beauties of the face, but 
She critic cannot an nakoue the beauties of the mind: > at leaft, the col- 
lected beauties of fuch a water as Burke. We fhall only obferve, 
th ‘refore, that the felod ion before us, compare dw ith the extent ot the 


suthor'’s writit Bs is copious, and may ferve to grat) ‘ thofe readers 
who are too midolend to peru fe, or too poor to purc! hafe, the original 
works fro: hich ‘ths y are extracted. 


ART. 
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Art. XXVIII. The Balnea; or an Impartial Defeription of all the 
Waterin g Plac $n Englan d 3 inte r[perjed wilh 'Oreginal Uh ‘tches, 


and Pa» a le s, Se. By George Saville Carey. r2mo, 


Pp. 228. Price 3s. Weit and Chapple, London. 1799. 


1T might puzzle fome heads to difcover what poflible room there 
could be for the difplay of :mpartial:ty in the defcription of a 
town; but Mr. Carey has certainly proved, that there are different 
modes of defeription ind pendently of ‘the true and the fal//e. His mode 
mav be termed the humorous and the fatyrical ; he incelien tly inter. 
lards his deferiptions with jokes and puws ; fome pieces of poetry with 
which they are interfperfed are not without merit ; and, upon the 
whole, this little book very well anfwers the purpofe for Ww hich it was 
publifhed, 


Arr. XXIX. Thoug Nes Upon © State Lotter: e353 vec ommendrr: ‘fy Te 
The Alteration of the Lottery Scheme; 2. The Adoption of two 
dunnal Lotteries; 3. Lhe Eftablifoment of a funded Lottery, 
By a young Gentlem in. 8vo. Pp. 32. Price 2s. 6d., Vernor 
and Hood, London. 1799. ¥ 


THIS is the production of a very you: ug gentleman, containing no 
new thor tg hits > and, what is w orfe, no thoughts worth pre- 
ferving. Lt is alfo a mott {candalous impofition on the public, from 
whom it exacts Aa/f-a-crownz for matter that would fcarcely afford a 
fufficient fupply for a ¢hree-penny pamphlet. ‘The whole book would 
not fill more than four pages ot our Review! It contains ten lottery 
fchemes, and 142 dives of oblervations, in large letter, widely printed, 
In the ten fchemes (which occupy as many pages) all prizes under goo}. 
ure excluded ; and this exclufion, the author thinks, would fuffice to 
‘event perfons who could not afford it from purchafing tickets. 
le gravely tells us that, by a funded lottery—that is, by a lottery, 
the prizes of which fhould be paid in ftock (at par,) inftead of cath, 
at) umnmenfe faving would be made to the ftate. But does this young 
gratleman fuppofe, that the public would be fo egregioully ftupid as 
to pay the fame price for tickets in fuch a lottery, where the prizes 
would be reduced to little more than halt their nominal value as they 
pay at prefent? The following mode of foliciting communications 
has, at leaft, the recommendation ot xove/ty :— 


f 


* Readers, defirous of expreffing their opinion upon the author's fentiments, 
© MV Ube Lto puschaie four COPICS As 4 mark of approbation, or two copies tor that 
vt Giapprobation, and leave ther names with the publifhers, which will be “— “d 
in the fecond edition ; and any improvement on this fubject, addreffed to the author, 
aul lett as before, will be thar ikfully received, and inferted in the Appx olin to 
the neat impr lion, fhould this public: ition go through another.” 
it the young gextl-man has left fchool, we advife him, by al} 
means, to return, refume his grammatical ftudies, and never more 
ut L://y for De Moivre. ‘The propriety of this admonition will, 
ve think, appear evide nt to him, onan attentive re-perufal of his 
"trod uctory Teinar k 9 


ART, 














346 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


Art. XXX. Tax upon ere as flated in Mr. Pitt's Speech, 
on Monday, December 3, 1798, in a Committee of the Hous» of 
Commons, impartially confr dered. By a Member of Parliament, 
rzmo. Pp. 32. Price 6d. Clements, London. 1798. 


THIS writer objects to a tax upon income, but we confefs our ina. 
ability to underftand on what principle his objection is founded, 
He appears to confider the radical objection to be its oper ration as atax 
upon indujiry, but yet he adinits the propricty ot taxing even ** fer. 
vants falaries,”’ and if thefe be not the fruits of induttry » we do not 
comprehend the fignitication of the term. In another part of his 
pamphict he inveighs more particularly againft a tax upon the trading 


part of the community, as necefitating a difclofure of circumttances 
injurious to commercial credit ; and upon mechanics and she te i+ 
on this fubject his argaments are extremely vi aguc, unconnected, and 


inconelufive. He fays that the tax upon income wll effet t the 
perfons and not the fervices of the artifans,” and ¢¢ if fuch artifins 
are obliged to pay a portion of their C amy. 4 which barely fupply 
them a prefen t with neceifaries,’? (this by the bye is begging 

queition,) ** it will oblige them to allot a portion of their refit to ad- 
ditional labour, to avoid the dreadful alternative of themfelves and ta 
milics fuffering the greateft extremities of indigence.”” And how is 
this dreadtul fufering to be produced? By the payment, forfooth, of 
ten foillings per annum ; for he here contiders only that clafs whofe 
income amounts to 6ol. He then fays, By inereafing, there. 
fore, their hours of labour and diminifhing thofe of their reft, 
they will fuffer the greatett ot all pert mal inconvenience by obliging 
them to continue their toil w hen their wearinefs requites eafe and ree 
trefhment.’’ We are furprized that he did not take the trouble of 
calculating what mighty increafe of Jabour or diminution of retreth- 
ment would be neceflary to enable the artfan of 601. per annum 
1D pay this enormous tax, which amounts @/n0/? to ¢ wa-pence farthing 
per week! 

He is more confiftent in the plan which he propoles for increafing 
the ratio of contribution in proportion to the extent of income, above 
2001. He would have a tenth exacted only from fuch as poffels from 
sool.to rocol. +perannum ; aninth from roool. to 20001. ; andane svhth 
trom all higher incomes. But his propofal not to exact avy thing 
from incomes under rool. is abfurd; becaufe it is the duty of every 
individual to contribute to the defence of the ftate; and becaufe an 
exemption of this nature would teach a very confiderable part of the 
community to believe that they had no /ake in the empire, and no 
intereft in fupporting it. 

The author repeats the declaration of Mr. 'Trerney, that this tax 
was porente a tenth of the property of England im reguifitian. (ur 
refpect for that Houfe of which Mr. Trerney (thanks to the Com- 
mittee of the Houfe and not to the electors ot Southwark) has the 


honour 





Marfom’s Falfehsed Deteéed, 207 


> 


bonour of being a member, prevented us from commenting On the 
declaration of that gentleman. But when fuch a declaration is made 
by the author of the pamphlet, there Is no motive to deter us froin 
exprefling out decided reprobation of it, as a Jacobirical affertion, 
founded in falfehood, and calculated to anfwer a moft malignaat pur- 
pole. We thall not infult evr readers by an explanation of the dif- 
ference between an arbitrary requifition, levied by the defpotie man- 
date of regicidal ufurpers, and a legal tax, impofed by the Britith 
parliament, agreeably to the forms preicribed by the Britifh con- 
ftitution, 

This member of Parliament quotes a calculation made befote the 
American war, by which the real income of Great Britain is fhewn to 
amount to 172,125,S00l, which is no lefs than 70,125,500]. more 
than Mr, Pitt’s cftimate of that income at the prefent day. 


Art. XXXI, Faljehood DeteAed, being Animadverfions on Mr. Paine*s 
Letter to the Hon. Thomas Erjfhine on the Trial of Thamas Wil- 
lia nsy fi r publifbing the ** Age of Reajon,’’ avherein his Attacks 
upon the Bible are examined, and foewn to be founded in Mi/re- 
presentation and Falfehood. Ina Letter toa Friend, By John 
Marfum. 1s2mo. Pp, 33. Price 6d. Marfom, London. 


MR, Marfom is a refpectable bookfeller in Holborn, who has 


proved, by the prefent publication, that his knowledge of 
books is not limited to the utle-page. The truth and propriety of 


the tollowing obfervation need no comment :-- 


* The bold and unfupported affertions of deifts, that the Bible is unworthy of 
etedit, on the one hand; and the {neer and ridicule, with which they treat thote 
who pay a severential re{pect to it onthe other, have a tendency to affect the minds 
of weak and inconfiderate perfons, elpec lly the young and inexperience i, who 
are tuo ealtly Jaughed out of religioa as fuperftition and prieftcraft, and who have 
mot opportunity or ability to examine the evidences by which chriltianity is fup- 
perted. Every poilible endsavour, theretore, fhould be made ufe of to informthe 
mund of {uch perlous, and to guard them againit that fophiltry which deifts em- 
ploy to rob them of thofe principles which are the purelt feurces of contfolation, 
aud furnuh the nobleit motives to that picty and virtue, which are immediately 
ronnected with prefeng ulefulnets and future telicity. If chis little attempt fhould 
in any degree prove fugcefsful to this great end, or in any way ferve the caufe of 
truth, the author will deem himfelf amply rewarded by the confideration that his 


labour has not been entisely in vain.’’ Pp. 3, 4 


His labour has certainly not been warm; his deteétion is complete ; 
and he has fully expofed the pert fophiftry and flygrant ignorance, 
unpudent falfchoods and malignant perverfions, of the arch-rebel, 
Paine. For this laudable effort he has our be(t thanks; and deferves 
the commendations of every friend to religior, morality, and virtue. 


ART. 
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Art. XXXII. The Gentleman and Farmer’s Affifant : containing, 
Sirf; Tables for finding the Content of any Prece of Land, frm 
Dimenftons taken in Yards. a Tables, foewi ing th. Widsh 


vequired for an Acre, in any § <i Prece of Land, from One to 


Five Hundred Yards in Leng? Third, Tables, fhe wing the 
Number of Loads that will cis an Acre of Cael: by know 


Vive 


ang the Diftance of the Heaps. Fourth, a Table for Measuring 
Thatcher's Work, from One to Sixty-four Feet Long, and from One 
to Twenty-five Feet High. Second Eaation. By John Cullyer, 
szmo. Pp.124. Price 2s. 6d. Scatcherd, London, 1798, 


IN explaining the contents of this book, we fhali fuffer the author 
to fpeak for himfelt, and fhall only add, that we have employed a 
perfon, adequate to the talk, to afcertain the accuracy and utility of 
the calculations, and can, there fore, recommend it as a valuable a quis 
{ition to that defcription of perfons, for whofe ule it is more particur 


larly defigned. 


« Previous tothe publication of the firf edition of this work, there were no 
tables extant, that J knew of, for finding the content ef a piece of land trom di- 
menfions taken in Yards; and the rapid fale whichthe firft edition has experienced, 
(principally m the counties of Norfolk and Suffolk, it having been advertized 
in no other Papers,) has mduced me to offera fecond edition to the public, with 
the addition of a few pages for meafuring Thatcher's work, which, though 
not immediately conne&ted with the fubjeft of Jand-furveying, will, I hope, 
be found acceptable to farmers in general, who will find this table particu- 
Jarly ufetul for meafuring hay and corn ftacks, which are ufually thatched by the 

ard. 

‘* Although it is impoffible to compofe tables, that will exhibit the content of 
every itregular picce of land, yet in moft cates that ar¢ likely to occur in practice 
the quantity may be fufl iciently afcertained for all the common purpofes of plou; ‘h- 
ing, fowing, letting, hocing, mowing, &c. and to thole who are accultomed to be y 
and fell (mall quantities of turnips or clover by the acre, I flatter mylelf the book 
will be particularly ufctul, 

‘ Thele tables are fo conftruéted as to give the coment of any fegotar piece of 
ok from one yard in length and breadth to five hundred, by the addition of not 
more than three fums. An 1 fhould the len th or breadth exceed ioe hundred 
yards, its content may calily be found by attending to the rules, which will be 
given in the courle of the work, for explaining the ules thereof, 

* To render the work a5 uletuias poilible, L have given the preference to dimene 
‘sons taken in yards, rather than rods, or chains and links. as all farmers can «ell the 
Jength and breadth ot a piece of land in yards, very near the truth, by only PACING 
it; therefore, in mot common cales, the content of a ticld may be known futh- 
ceathy exadt, without ufing chain or cord, for paying labourers tor their work, 
and, in this cafe, I pretume the book will be found ferviceable, in fettling trifling 
difputes between matters and their workmen, whese in _— the difference is not 
of fuficient magnitude to pay a proper perfon for furveying 

* [T have alfo added atable, which thews at one view what width is nec: {Tary to 
take ina fquare piece of land to make an acre, from one yard in length to five hun- 
died, by which the guantity of feed fown per acre is re adily alce tained. 

. Alfo tables for thewing the number of loads of manure required for an acre 
ef land, by Kaowing the diitance of the heaps of manure, and the aumber ot 
Keaps mace of a load. 

** The table for meafuring thatcher’s work is of fufficient extent to take in mof% 
of the caies that will occur in the prattice Of meatumng ttacks, for which this table 
as principaily defgned . 
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« The great number ot calculations unavoidably made ule of in compofing the 
bic wing table " and the additional ex pence ot t pr mth inp WOLTKS pri ni = my al ound- 
Slee figures will, I truft, provea fufhcieut apology for my offer g fo {mal} 
par yphilet to the f oublic at the price hxed upon it, 


“ T again beg leave to return my fincere thanks to the » purchalers of my firtt 
edit ‘on, and to ‘aflure fuch gentlemen and far ners as may honour my tecond edition 
witha pe ruil fal, thi at the fame cate and ra) ttent ua ! ive bee en De lttlowed to n ake if 


De fet as the firft, and that it may mee = id the faine favourable reception trou 


he he publi ,» is the fancere wilh of their mott obedient tervant.”* 


THE REVIEWERS REVIEWED. 





Art. I. The Anti-‘Facobin, or Weekly Examiner, 2 Vols. 


toy 


8vo. Pp. 1285. Price 18s. Wright, London. 1798. 


HE circumftances of the times which influenced the efta- 

blifhment of the paper called ‘* The Anti-Jacobin, 
or Weekly Examiner,” had, long before its publication, ap- 
peared, to thofe who felt a deep intereft in the public welfare 
to be fuch as required the eftablifhment of fome periodical 
work cilentially different from any which then iffued trom the 
prefs. The intolerable and uncxampled profligacy of th 
prints which had adopted French jacobinical principles, and 


; 


one of which, we fpeak with a hnowwledve cf th: fil? was 
actually in the pay of the French Direstory, loudly called for 

expofure and repreffion. The ab yminable falfehoods which 
they daily propagated, with the molt fhamelefs effrontery, er 
had a confiderable effect in corrupting and poifoning the mind 

of the people ; and the very feeble, and, indeed, euleeenk, 
attempts (with fome few exceptions) whic h had been made 
to expofe them, in the rival prints, deftitute of fyftem and 
method, only tended to inereafe their boldnefs, The paper 
in queftion, therefore, came molt opportunely to fupply this 

ferious defe&t, and no perfons could be more adequate to the 
taik than the gentlemen who undertook to perform it. They 
had every qualification requifite for the purpofe : genius, wit, 

diverfified talents, and the beft poffible fources of political 
information. So gifted by nature, fo i pnt ed by education, 
and fo advantageoufly fituated, they could not fail of fuccefs. 
The firft impreffion of the paper, fifteen hundred in number, 
was {peedily fold; a fecond of five hundred foon followed ; 

and a third edition made the whole amount to two Mhoufand 
wwe hundred. .The good which fuch a fale was calculated 
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to produce, is thus well delineated by the conduors ther. 
felves :-—— 


«© On an average of feveral papers, we find the lies which haye 
been detected to amount to fx, and the mifreprefentations and mif. 
takes to an equal number ,—this furmithes a total of tave/ve, hich, 
ruultiplied by sAirty-Ave, the number of the lait Anti. Jacobin, gives 
a total of four hundred and taventy. 

‘If we now take the number of fubferibers {255 90) and multiply 
them by feven, a number of which every one’s family may be rea. 
fonably fuppofed to confit, we fhall have a product of 17,500; but 
as many ot thefe have made a practice, which we highly approve, 
and cannot too.earncitly recommend, of lending our papers to their 
poorer neighbours, we mutt make an addition to the fam, which w: 
evidently, take too low at 3295 00-4 We have thus an Aggregate of 
50,000 people, a motl refpectable minority of the readers of the 
whole kingdom, who have becn put effectually on their guard by 
our humble, though earnelt, endeavours, apiain if the artifices of the 
feditious, and the more open attacks of the profligate and abandoned 
foes of sheets conftitution, their country, and their God. 

‘© Farther, if we. muluply 50,000, the number of readers, by 
4205 the exact number of falfehoods detected---fuy joo---for we oughit 
to take in bye-blows, and odd retutations in notes, &c.---the total 
of twenty-five millions wall re pre * the aperegate ot falfehoods which 
we have fent out of the world.” p. 621. 


We can a! lament that thefe beneficial exertions were 
not continued ; for, forry we are to fay, that the moment the 
antidote ce afed to be adminiftered, the poifon began to cir- 
culate with its pri(tine rapidity ; and the Jacobin prints have 
become as profligate as ever. We do not mean, however, by 
this obfervation, to impute the {malleft blame to the con- 
dudtors of the Anti-Jacobin ; for they certainly fulfilled their 
engagement to the public, by continuing their labours to the 
end of the feffion of Parliament. 

Among the many matterly produétions which thefe volumes 
exhibit it is dithcult to feleét any one that rifes fo far above 
the reft as to merit particular diftinétion. The moft proper 
for quotation would be the excellent letter of Cato, on the 
ddanners and Character of the Age, not becaufe we think it 
fuperior, as a compolition, to many others, but becaufe it 
embraces a fubje&t of, perhaps, more permanent interett, and 
more unconneéted with other parts of the book. Its length, 
however, unfortunately, precludes the poflibility of giving it. 
‘This letter was written in anfwer to one figned Mucius, 
(noticed in our Review of ‘* The Beautiesof the Anti-Jacobin,’’)) 
Which has been omitted in the volumes before us. 
Deteéiar's 
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DeteGor’s Letters are dittinguifhed for their able confutation 
of the falfehoods circulated by the Jacobin writers, refpecting 
the pretended treaties of Pavia and Pilnitz 3 which, though 
they had been before expoted in ditterent political tracts, were 
never, till very Jately, contradicted by authority! The Letter, 
(in Vol. I]. Pp. 563.) figned A Church of England Man, con- 
bis fome excellent remarh 3 refpecting the importance that 
mutt attach to the ** characters of individuals, who are called 
upon to fill public fituations.”’ In this refpect, as in fo man 
others, the conductors of the Anti-Jacobin had a decided fupe- 
riority over their adverfarics ; for men of more {potlefs cha- 
racters never {tood forth in defence of religion, virtue, and 
foci: i] order. 

The “© Weekly Examiner” formed a moft ufcful part of the 
paper, and was conducted folely by one gentleman, whofe 
talents in that, and in one other, line of compofition, ftand 
unrivalled. “he poetry is well characterized by the editor 
of the ‘* Beauties,” noticed in a former part of this number,* 
and we fhall extract fome pailages trom the latt poem, entitled, 

‘ New Morality,” in fupport of his judgement—a poem 
whi h fupplied us with the fubject of a fatyrical print for our 
frit number, and which we then {tated to be the Cygnea 
Cantict of the conductors. We thall begin with an elegant 
tribute of juftice, contained in the following admonitory {trains, 
to the clailical author of the Baviad and Mzviad :-— 


‘ Bethink thee, G---ff---rd ; when fome future age 
Shall trace the promife of thy playful page ;--- 
‘+The hand which bruth’d a {warm ot feols away 
Should rouze to grafp a more reluctan? prey !’-- 
Vhink then, will pleaded indolence excufe 
The tame feceffion of thy languid mufe ? 

«Ah! where is now that promife ? why fo long 
Sleep the keen thafts of fatyr and of fong ? 





* P. 30 
+ We cae “(the young gentlemen of the Morning Chronicle,’’ 
whofe profound erudition and vaft geographical knowl dge are fo fre- 
quently celebrated in thefe volumes, will not be here Jed to commit the 
fame error which Buder committed, refpecting a production of Le- 
land's, whofe Cygnea Cantio he miftook for a Hiftory of Kent, (See 
Buder’s enlarged edition of the Selecta Bibliotheca Hiftorica of Stru- 
vius, in two Vols. 8vo. Vol. I. pv. 566.) and thence infer fome 
malicious allufion to the evidence of their patrons, delivered at Maid- 
ftone. = viewer. , 
-. ** See the motto prefixed to ‘ The Baviad,’ a fatyrical poem, by 
. Gifford, Efy. unqueftionably the beft of its kind, fince the day's 
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Oh! come; with Tafte and Virtue at thy fide, 

With ardent zeal inflamed, and patriot pride ; 

With keen poetic glance direct the blow, 

And empty all thy quiver on the foe :.-- 

No paufe---no reft---’till weltering on the ground 

The poifonous Hydra lies, and pierc’d with many a wound.” p. 62 


May the fpirited bard fpeedily obey the friendly call! Mr, 
G. has long been engaged in a tranflation of Juvenal, which, 
from fuch a pen, mult be a rich treat indeed to the claflical 
and poetical world. This work has, we believe, been fome 
time finifhed ; but the author, ever indulgent to the works of 
others, where good intention happens to combine with feeble 
execution, is unreafonably faftidious with his own. We can 
make allowances for all proper attention to the prefervation of 
a high reputation moft honourably acquired, but we with this 
truly eftimable writer, in return, to have fome confideration 
for the impatience of thofe whofe eagernefs to fee his promifed 
production arifes from the fentiments infpired by the perufal 
of his former publications. 

The delineation of modern candour, in P. 629, is admi- 
rable ; but the wife caution contained in the following admo- 
nition to our country, entitles it to a marked preference over 
every other paflage :— 


«¢ Britain beware; nor let th’ infidious foe, 
Of force defpairing, aim a deadlier blow. 
Thy peace, thy ftrength, with devilifh wiles affail, 
And when her arms are vain, by arts prevail. 
True, thou art rich, art powerful !---thro’ thine ifle 
Induftrious fkill, contented labour, fmile ; 
Far feas are ftudded with thy countlefs fails ; 
What wind but wafts them, and what fhore but hails ? 
True, thou art brave !---o’er all the bufy land 
In patriot ranks embattled myriads {tand ; 
Thy foes behold with impotent amaze, 
And drop the lifted weapon as they gaze! 
‘* But what avails to guard each outward part, 
If fubtleft poifon, circling at thy heart, 
Spite of thy courage, of thy pow’r, and wealth, 
Mine the found fabric of thy vital health? 

«© So thine own oak, by fome fair ftreamlet’s fide, 
Waves its broad arms, and fpreads its leafy pride, 
Tow’rs from the earth, and, rearing to the tkies 
It’s confcious ftrength, the tempeft’s wrath defies. 
It’s ample branches thield the fowls of air, 
To ats cool thade the panting herds repair,--- 
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The treacherous current works its noifelefs way,--- 
The fibres loofen, and the roots decay ; 
Proftrate the beauteous ruin lies ; and all 
That thar’d its fhelter, perifh in its fall.’ p. 637. 


Our laft extract contains an animated eulogy on the genius, 
the talents, and political wildom, of Mr. Burke, and con. 
cludes with fome falutagy advice to Britons, on a due attention 
to which the prefervation of their happinefs as a people, 
and of their independence as a nation, mutt eilentially 


depend _— 


«¢ O thou !—lamented fage !—whofe prefcient fcan 

Pierc’d thro’ foul anarchy’s gigantic plan, 

Prompt to incredulous hearers to difclofe 

The guilt of France, and Europe’ s world of woes ;—~ 
Thou, on whofe name pofterity fhall gaze, 

The mighty feasmark of thefe troubled days ! 

O large of foul, of genius unconfin’d, 

Born to delight, initruct, and mend tanking! _ 
Burke! in whofe breaft a Roman ardour glow’d ; 
Whofe copious tongue with Grecian richnefs sil d: 
Well haft thou found {if fuch thy country’s doom) 
A timely refuge in the fheltering tomb ! 

«* As, in far realms, where Eaftern Kings are laid, 

In pomp of death, beneath the cyprefs fhade, 

The perfum’d lamp with unextinguifh 'd light ' 

Flames thro’ the vault, and cheers the glo un of nicht :—- 
So, mighty Burke! in thy fepulchral urn, - 

To fancy’s v lew, the lamp of truth fhall burn. 

Thither late times fhall turn their reverent eyes, 

Led by thy light, and by thy wifdom wife. 

« There are, to whom (their tafte fuch pleafures cloy) 
No light thy wifdom yields, thy wit no joy. 

Peace to their heavy heads, and callous hearts, 
Peace—fuch as floth, as ignorance imparts !— 
Pleas’d may they live to plan their country’s good, 
And crop with calm content their flow’ry food ! 

«¢ What tho’ thy venturous fpirit lov’d to urge 
The labouring theme to reafon’s utmoft verge, 
Kindling and mounting from th’ enraptur’d fight ; _— 
Still anxious wonder watch’d thy daring flight ! ! 
--- While vulgar fouls, with mean malignant ftare 

Gaz’d up, the triumph of thy fall to thare ! 

Poor triumph! price of that extorted praife, 
Which {till to daring genius envy pays. 

“© Oh! for thy playful fmile,---thy potent frown, 

T’ abafh bold vice, and laugh pert folly down ! 
NO. IM, VOL, II, Non 
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So fhould the mufe, in humour’s happieit vein, 
With verfe that flow’d in metaphoric itrain, 
And apt allufions to the rural trade, 

Tell, of what wood ycung Jacobins are made ; 
How the fkill’d gardener grafts with niceit rule 

The Jp of Coxcomb, on the frock of Fool ;--- 

Forth in bright bloffom burits the tender fprig, 

A thing to wonder at---perhaps a Whig.--- 

Should tell, how wife each half-fledg’d pedant prates 
Of weightieit matters, grave diftinétions ftates— 
-—That rules of policy, and public good, 

In Saxon times were rightly underftood ; 

—-That Kings are proper, may de ufeful things, 

But then fome gentlemen object to Kings ; 

—'That in all times the Minifter’s to blame ; 

—That Britith Liberty’s an empty name, 

Vill each fair burgh, numerically tree, 

Shall choofe its members by the rule of three. 

*¢ So fhould the mufe, with verfe in thunder cloth’d, 
Proclaim the crimes by God and Nature loath’d, 
Which-—when fell poifon revels in the veins--- 

(That poifon fell, which frantic Ga//ia drains 
From the crude fruit of freedom’s blafted tree) 
Blot the fair records of humanity. 

“ To feebler nations let proud France afford 
Her damning choice—the chalice or the fword,— 

To drink or die ;—oh fraud ! oh fpecious lie ! 
Delufive choice! for 7f they drink, they die. 

‘* The {word we dread not :---of ourfelves fecure, 
Firm were our ftrength, our peace and freedom fure.— 
Let all the world confederate all its pow’rs, 

‘ Be they not back’d by thofe that fhould be ours,’ 
High on his rock fhall Britain’s Genius ftand, 
Scatter the crouded hofts, and vindicate the land. 

«* Guard we but our own hearts: with conftant view 

To antient morals, antient manners true, 

‘True to the manlier virtues, fuch as nerv’d 

Our father’s breafts, and this proud ifle preferv’d 
For many a rugged age :—and {corn the while,— 
Each philofophic Atheift’s fpecious guile. 

The foft feductions, the refinements nice, 

Of gay morality, and eafy vice :— 


) So thall we brave the ftorm ;—our ’ftablifh’d pow’r 


Thy refuge, Europe, in fome happier hour.— 

—But, French :2 Seart—tho’ victory crown our brow, 
Low at our feet tho’ proftrate nations bow, 

Wealth gild our cities, commerce croud our fhore, 


London may thine, but England is no more,”’ Pp. 637-640 


Having 
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Having pronounced our judgement on thefe volumes, and 
fhewn fome of the grounds on which it is founded, we proceed 
to ftate the reafons which induced us to clafs this article in 
the fecond departrhent of our work. The Critical Reviewers, 
whom we have compelled to ailume the mafk of moderation, 
as a comparifon of their former with their recent labours will 
fufficiently demonftrate, like men retaining a marked predi- 
lection for habits which intereft alone has led them to abandon, 
who cannot refrain from occafional indulgence of their fa- 
vourite propenfity, now and then betray the cloven foot which 
they are anxious to conceal. In their number for February lait 
(Pp. 195) they have given fome account of the work before us ; 
and, though precluded, by its eftablifhed reputation, from all 
mifreprefentation in refpect of the genius and talents by which 
it is fo ftrongly marked, their unwillingnefs to let it pafs 
without fome ftamp of difapprobation has betrayed them into 
the extreme folly (to fay nothing of the profligacy of the 
attempt) of attacking its conductors in a part where they are 
moft invulnerable. After obferving, juftly enough, ‘* how 
frequently and how mifchievoufly”’ periodical publications ‘‘ are 
rendered the vehicles of calumny and faction ;” they add, evi- 
dently, with a view to implicate the conductors of the Anti- 
Jacobin in their cenfure, ‘‘ we are forry that there is little 
room for difcrimination in applying this cenfure, and that the 
moft impudent and acrimonious defenders ot one fet of opi- 
nions have been encountered by equal falfehood and male- 
volence in the effufions of their diurnal antagonifts.”” Thefe 
gentlemen may, perhaps, plead, that, by limiting their obfer- 
vation to diurnal antagonilts, they could not be fuppofed to 
apply it to the conductors of a weekly paper. But fuch a plea 
would be a paltry evafion, as an aflertion in the very next 
paragraph will fuffice to fhew. ‘* It has been perceived, with 
regret, that the conduétors of the Anti-Jacobin have not been 
ftudious of preferving their work uncontaminated by the faults 
of virulence and mtfreprefentation, of which they have, in 
many inftances, convicted their adverfaries.’” Now here we 
are at iffue with thefe critics; we deny their affertion :» toto, 
Mifreprefentation is certainly a proper objeé& of critical ani- 
madverfion, and nothing is more fufceptible of plain proof ; 
yet we defy them to rm te a mn § inftance of it in the 1285 
pages before us. Indeed the molt prominent, the charader- 
ific feature (if we may fo fay) of the Anti-Jacobin is a rigid 
adherence to truth. So that this affirmation of the Critical 
Reviewers may be added to the lift of falfehoods which that 
publication has been the means of drawing forth and of ex- 
pofing. 
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Art. II. A Letter to the Right Honourable William Pisy. 
8vo. Pp. 48. Price 1s. 6d. Moore, Dublin; Re- 
printed tor Robinfons, London. 1799. 


N our remarks, prefixed to the firft volume of our work, 
iL on the effeéts which it had already produced on the advo. 
cates and promoters of Jacobinical principles, we noticed the 
afflumed moderation of certain critics, and the tota] deftruGion 
ot the Analytical Review; obferving, however, at the fame 
time, that thefe circumftances would produce no relaxation of 
our Vigilance ; and that we knew the fpirit of Jacobinifm fo 
well as to be convinced that ‘ though vanquithed in one 
fhape, it would rife up in another.”” (he accuracy of our 

knowledge, in this refpeét, has been already proved, in the 

inftance of the Analytical Review; for the fearies who 
patronized it had fcarcely time to lament its diffolution, and 
to vent their maledictions, with the pious Gilbert Wakefield, 
on thofe oppreffive laws which had doomed its worthy, hone/, 
well-di/pofed proprictor ( (whofe virtues were fo fully illuitr sted 
by the parole and w ritten evidence adduced on his trial) to CX- 
perience, in Ais old age,* the horrors of a gaol; and that 


66 facrilegious 





* By the bye, we believe, that the trial to which we allude ; 
fords the Ar? inftance, in which the age of a cul Iprit has been urged 
asa plea for the extenuation of crime, or the mitigation of punith- 
ment. Age certainly carries with it the proot ‘of experience, and the 
prefumption of wifdom; and thefe, by the common herd of mankind, 
have been generally conceived to afford the beft prefervatives againtt 
a violation of order, morals, or law ; and, by a neceffary confequence, 
an aggravation of an offence committed againtt either, In the new 
fyitem of revolutionary ethics, devifed by the enlightened fuges ot 
the prefent day, this opinion of men who prefume not to foar above 
the regions of common fenfe, may be confidered as antiquated, and 
worthy of derifion; and fuch confideration probably operated with 
the counfel for the convicted defendant, as a fufficient reafon for urging 
the plea in quettion. 

Our protound refpe& for the incorruptible integrity of Britith 
Judges, deters us from queftioning the propriety of their decifions ; but, 
with the knowledge which we have, with the facts of which we are 
in pote ffion, we cannot but expre ‘fs our great furprize at the extreme 
lenity difplayed on this occafion. We fear it will tend to fruftrate 
the beneficial effeéts of EXAMPLE. 

In refpett to the evidence to charafer, we have no {cruple to give 
a decided opinion, that the fpurious liberality, which feeks to fereen 
a culprit 
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t facrilegious ufurper, ’ who conducted the profecution ; be- 
fore it fprang up again in a new fhape, ‘* with oily tongue 
and rancorous heart.” We know not whether the induce- 
ment to this {peedy revival was, in any degree, influenced by 
2 contemplation of the /fock in hand ; or whether it exclufive ly 
originated 1 in motives of pure patriot: jm, in an earneit defire 
to /erve the good caufe. Be that as it may, the firft numbers 
(for fwo have been publifhed together) are now betore us ; and 
they open with an advertifement or profpectus explanatory of 
the plan of the work and the principles of the authors. We 
are here told, that the general character of the Analytical 
Review has been fuch as to give the friends of liberal enguiry 
fuflicient reafon to regret its difcontinuance. We have no 
doubt but that Meilrs. Godwin, Wakefield, Holcroft, e¢ alii 
ejufdem farina, Will fubfcribe to the juttice ot this obfervation. 
We are next prefented with the charaéter ot the Analytical 
Redivivus, this ‘ new feries,”’ which 1s defcribed as ** a 
Review untainted by the prejudices ot party or the dogmas ot 
fectarifm ;—unbiafled by proteflional inte reits, and { fuperior to 
the an AT Vy ¢ aprice s of popular enthufiaim, and wholly 
and exclufive ly fubfervient to the abitraét intere{ts of truth 
and fcienece.’’ Never wer more talfehoods crammed into 
fewer lines, as it fhall be our bufinefs hereafter to prove. 
Meanwhile we take leave to record the conteffion that ** the 
duty of exerting the power of fupporting and advancing the 
interefts of fruth, whenever thofe interefts are in queition, can 
never be neglected without blame, nor deferted without trea 
chery.” Having now introduced this ** new feries” of Jaco- 
binifm and Prefbvterianifin to our readers, we fhall proc ed to 
give fome account of the production of its fellow-labourer, 
Dr. Drennan. 

The Analytical Reviewers open their Review of it with an 
effulion of tellow-teeling, highly demonttrative ot their regard 
totruth, ** Thename of Drennan isa name which has long 
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a culprit at the expence of aay involves a grofs breach of mo: 
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of late, that it abfolutely threatens to dettroy all the diflinétions or 


good and bad, true and falfe, virtue and vices loyally and treafor 
It is time to check it in its deilructive career. 

Mercy has juftly been called ‘}a divine attribute;’? Heaver 
forbid we fhould fuck to confine its exertions - 0, let it continu 
flow in full ftreams from the pure fountain of Royalry. Bat th 
liberality which we condemn (from its tendency to inter: pt the courte 


of juttice) bears no more refemblanc to mercy than the legitiinat 
hon igurs of the Crow} i bear to the facthous acciam it) 7° Ji @ moh. 
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been dear to tafte’’—. ¢. to the tafte of United Irifhmen and 
Jacobin critics.---‘* And its eftimation will reccive additional 
value from =e erformance.” (Analytical Review for 
February 1799.) Br. Drennan has long been known by the 
decided part which he has taken in favour of thofe hone(t 
patriots in Ireland, fome of whofe leaders had the misfortune 
to be tried, and one of them, alas! to be hanged, at Maid{tone. 
He has, of courfe, been a regular and moft clamorous fup- 
porter of re arm, the end and objeét of which he thus honeft! 

explained, (in a letter which he addreffed to Earl Fitzwilliam, 

in 1795,) in behalf of his brethren, the United Irifhmen, 
whofe mouth-piece, he is truly ftated to have been by Mr. 
Knox, in his volume of Effays, reviewed in a former part of 
this number. ‘* Any kind of reform, fincerely put into execu- 
tion, would do much to plea/e, but not to /atisfy, the people, 
Any reform once made, would make EVERY reform afterward 
more eafy ; when adopted it would tend to perfeét itfelf.”’ The 
Doétor was certainly right ; he had witneffed the blefled confe- 
quences of reform in France, and he well knew that the fame 
caufes would produce the fame confequences in Ireland. 
Such principles as the Doétor has invariably profefled, during 
the whole progrefs of the momentous ftruggle tor /rderty in 
the Sifter Kingdom, could not fail to endear his name to all 
genuine patriots in both countries. Of the book before us 
the Analytical Reviewers fay---but the paflage is fo curious 
that we fhall give it at length: — 


‘© Bold as the affertion may feem, we will venture to affirm, that 
we have feldom, if ever, feen, in any human compofition, fo many 
beauties in fo fmall extent. They mect the eve in every line, and 
fetter the admiration in every page. 

‘© How fruitful is the foil of Ireland in eloquent men! Grattan, 
Curran, Burke, Drennan, countrymen and conte mporaries, form a con- 
ftellation from the luftre of which the aching eye retires for repofe. 
The latt of thefe iluftrious men, however, we think pre-eminent, it 
fertility of imagination, richnefs of colouring, and accuracy and ex- 
tent of thought. We are aware that the reputation of Burke will be 
oppofed to this obfervation, and we acknowledge that the writings ot 
that extraordinary man, viewed in this afpett, may plaufibly juttity 
the hefitation of many im admitting the fuperior fuccefs of a rival. 

«« Dr. D. is certainly a difciple of the better days of Mr. Burke. 
What Mr. Burke once was, fuch is Dr. D.; but the fcholar, in our 
opinion, in the characters of compofition which we have noticed, 
outvies the mafter’s happieft performances in the happieft moments ot 
his career. The torrent of Bufke’s eloquence is, perhaps, more im- 
petuous than that of Drennan’s, but this is the only particular in 
which we can allow it to excel. The i imagination of Burke was indeed 
fertile, but that of Drennan exceeds it even in fertility ; and, we be- 
lieve, 
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lieve, no man of tafte can read the pamphlet before us, and compare it 
with the beft productions of Mr, Burke, without concluding with us, 
that the firit praife is due to him who yet lives, the glory of his coun- 
try, and the pride of his country’s tongue,’’ 


Our readers are, no doubt, impatient toview fome of the 
extraordinary beauties’ of this wonderful performance; we 
will, therefore, haften to gratify that impatience. The Dr. 
having infifted that the happinefs and profperity of the Irifh 
form no part of the plan of the proje&ed Union; but, that 
its fole obje& is the eftablifhment of a military defpotifm in 
Ireland, an affertion which, coming from {fo re/peéfable an au- 
thority, no one can have the prefumptien to deny, proceeds 
thus :— 


«© Ic is become, in your mind, neceffary for the fupport of religion, 
geod government, and focial order, to brace up with an iron collar 
the d /orted {pine ot a body politic, become already too weak to fup- 
port itfelf, and grown decrepit even in infancy, The worfe than 
Kayptian plague of frith Union may have crept into places leaft to be 
thought of, and for fear of lofing any of them at a time of fuch fear. 
ful uncertainty, you have thoughtit expedient to hold fait thefe king- 
doms, like keys, by a metal ring of Bricifh manufacture, ‘Take care! 
One of them at leaft, has been miflaid, and may have been falfified, 

‘* From that fatal, or that fortunate, hour, in which it was your 
choice to call forth the defperate energies of the French people, rather 
than their fir affections, which you could @¢ that time have com- 
manded ; from that hour, in which yout grand coalition trightened 
them out of all fear—but for their wives and children ; urging them 
on to the fame prodigies of natura] inftin¢ét that the hen difplays 
againft the kite, and makes the lionefs terrible when robbed of her 
young—when you deemed it impoflible for two nations to maintain 
under different forms of government the ufual relations of life, or to 
continue bound by the fympathy of their common nature, and the in- 
terefts of their common liberty ; from that ominous or aufpicious 
period of firft deviation, you have been driven along a courfe of con- 
duct rather by neceflity than obftinacy or perfeverance. ‘The trong 
hand of deftiny has filently led the minifter of peace and procraftina- 
tion, into the region of hazardous innovation, gloomy antipathy, and 
interminable war. ‘To this fole object are bent every paffion and 
power of your mind, and this Union is now thought of merely to 
make Ireland a more productive war contribution,’’ Pp, 1o—12. 


The Doétor here evidently confiders that hour as /2rtunate 
in which the French revolutionifts deftroyed the monarch 
which they had fworn to defend, and murdered their heii 
whom they had fworn to obey. We are willing to allow hin 
credit for his confiftency, and his Reviewers credit, for feleét- 
ing this very paflage, as a proof of the foundnefs of their 
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remarks on his talents and beauties; but we cannot fufer 
the old ftale democratic trick of afluming a falfe fa& and 
arguing trom it as an admitted truth to pals without notice, 
The Doétor’s affertion that the Britifh government could have 
conciliated the affections of the Gallic regicides at the clofe of 

792, which, if it mean any thing, muftj mean that the 
mari without a facrifice ef national honour, or national fafe- 

», have avoided the war, is a dire&t violation of truth, arifing 
either from profound ignorance, or determined _profligacy, 
from the fame contaminated fource fprings the feries of im- 
pudent falfehoods which mark almoft every line of the follow- 
wig pafiage: 


Hr is deprecating change, and at the fame time accuftoming the 
mind to change. He Pr oteits againft reform, and he practifes revolu- 
tion. He is againft the alteraty on of a cornice, and he is for upfetting 
the conttitution. Has this man confpired with our natural enemics to 
deitroy our unrivalled conititution, and to endanger the natural as well 
as political life of our beloved monarch ? Did he not begin the war, 
and continue it, for the more {peedy propagation of Jacobinical repub- 
fican principles? Did he’ not enter with natural artifice concealed un- 
der pompous phrafeology (omninm, gue diceret aut ageret arte quadam, 
o/tentator) into that accurfed coalition at Pilnitz, merely to excite the fuf- 
picion of the reft of Europe, and to ftrengthen, as we may call it, the 
tamily feeling of whole France to one and indivifible refiftance ? Did 
he not connive at the manifefto of Brunfwick, and the treaty of ‘Tou- 
lon—for what purpofe under heaven but to arouze the fpirit general, 
the univerfal foul of F rance, and to ftrengthen, by compreflion, the total 
elaticity of that elattic nation? Did henot (we beg pardon for the ungen- 
tlemanlike phrafe) let the cat out of the bag, when he gave aconftitution 
to Corfica, which might naturally excite the envy, the jealoufy of Ire. 
land, and which has prob: ibly rendered more difcontented our capri- 
cious countrys men, ¥ ho have never been fatisfied (at leaft thefe fix 
hundred y ears) with ¢heir ov conftitution, (applauded, however, and 
upholden by a Y civerten, a Beresford, and a Forfter, ) did he not, did 
not Mr. Pitt, by the difplay of fuch a democratic con{titution, in 
which parliafhents were fhortened, penfioners expelled, and the batis 
of reprefentation rendered nearly perfonal, did he not rtend to make 
Ireland difcontented with its own conftitution ? Did he not feed war, 
at tuft, by mouthfuls and half meafures ? Did he not fubfidize kings to 
their certam oe pred and is he not become the financeering Mac K 
of monarchy ? Did he not deliver up the emigrants of France to cer- 
tain flay irhte r, andis he not at this moment planning the equally cer. 
tain deftruction of all that remain?’ Pp, 15-18. 


The fame lying rant of democracy pervades the whole 
pamphlet, and the author takes no pains to conceal his rooted 
averfion from the prefent conftitution, both in church and 
ttate. He talksof * the iron {ceptre of Britifh dominancy. 
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«The clanfhips of ariftocracies’ ‘—and **the defolation of 
hierarchial eftablifhments ;"’(P. 21. ) and this it was, no deubt, 
which extorted the rapturous applaufe of the Prefbyterian 
conductors of the Analytical Review, all ‘* untainted” as they 
are ** by the prejudices of party and the dogmas of fectari/m;" 
which Jed them to deplore ‘ the frigid limits of their work,’ 
which rendered it impracticable tor them ‘ to collect this ot 
femblage of beauty and magnificence,” and which made them 
“ figh over what they left, more than exult over what they 
took.” 

The only good effect which Dr. Drennan defcries in the 
Union is its fuppofed tendency to unite all the enemies of 
England, and to produce a total feparation of the two coun- 
trices. He {carcely affeéis in any one place to deprecate this 
event; and it may ealily be feen, that he really exults in the 

rofpect with the malignity of a fiend. ‘* Ariftocracy’’—he 
tays—‘¢ the ally of England, will defert to England,* or fide 
againtt her,—men will “remain—the ocean will remain—and 
the metaphyfics of ‘monarchy will, in the event, give way to the 
logic of the people.” In this part of his pamphlet he repeats 
his atrocious falfehoods refpecting the origin of the war, ¢ 
repreients France as fighting ‘ for exiftence ;”’ callsthe Britith 
minifter the ¢* Jehu of Jacobinifm,” the ‘ founder of the 
United [rifhmen ;” who ** helped to create the rebellion,” and 
who “ is refolved by the rape of an Union to feparate the 
two illands for ever.’”’ (Pp. 28, 29.) Mr. Fox is the god of 
his idolatry, and the following incenfe offered at his fhrine 
mutt, to ufe the expreflion ot the Analytical Reviewers, be 


_ —w ces: _—--——- ee ee ee a 





* Flow the ally of a power can be faid to defert to that power, 
we cannot well conceive; any more than we can comprehend the 
panic of courage’ and *§ the apathy of exquifite fenfibility’? which 
cecorate the pages of this fuccefstul rival of Edmund Burke. 

+ Hie faffers ng opportunity to efcape of impr fling thefe talfehoods 
“t the minds of his readers. In pe. 345 he again afferts, that 
bogland was ‘a principal in attacking the liberties of ano. 
ther nation ;” that © the war was, originally, neither juft nor necet- 
fary,’? and ‘that it began “* with a difpute of diplomac) vy, and the 
etiquette of an ambaflador.” Not a fingle argument is adduced to 
fupport thefe pofitions ; indeed, the Doétor difdains to defcend to argu- 
ment, throughout his book ; with him, “controverfy is contamina- 
tion 5”? and, under the foolith pretext that ‘* he hates the truth of a 

truifm, a paraphrafe upon two and two making four,’’ he confidently 
akes afl ertions, the falfehood of which has been de monitrated, over 

d over again, to the convittion of every rational man in the two 
kingdoms, 
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viewed by the idol, ‘‘ who has earned immortality, with 
lively and grateful emotion.” 


«© Let me ftop to bow to that chara¢ter—I need not name him— 
greater, far greater, in his voluntary exile, than Charles, or Diocle. 
tian. I had rather divide a cabbage with this man, than a cabinet 
with that other, I look up to his majeitic and magnanimous mind 
with the fame eyes, that travellers view the dome of the Pantheon at 
Rome. When they enter, nothing at firft furprizesthem. They fee 
not immediately its greatnefs; its length, breadth, height, fo nicely 
proportioned, that they exactly fill the eye, and the more it is attended 
to, the longer it is examined, its grendeur is increafed, and their 
altonifhment.”” Pp. 36. 


Some objeéts might furely have been introduced into this 

icture, without diminifhing the effect, or deftroying the 
ikenefs ;—the brothel and the gaming-houle ; the political 
beggar, fupported by eleemofynary contributions ; the tavern 
demagogue, explaining to a factious mob the principles of 
refiftance ; and, laftly, the patriotic reclufe, penning foft dit- 
tics to a withered Lais. ‘Thefe are objeéts worthy to be cele- 
brated by the pen of a Drennan ; fubjeéts fit for his mufe, 
topics congenial with his heart, But let the Analytical Re- 
viewers exprefs ¢/err feelings on the contemplation of this de- 
lighttul portrait :— 


S 

« Never was Mr. Fox more exactly, never fo charmingly, de- 
feribed. Let any man of tatte, who would compare the writings ot 
burke and Drennan, compare this original, {imple, fublime, and elegant 
defeription with the beft of the kind which occurs in Mr. Burke, and 
then torm his conclution. We donot exc ept even the high-w rou 
and gaudy dra ing ot the Queen of France.” 


ry tor 
——.s" 


© 


We certainly are not more difpofed to difpute the ta/e of 
thefe critics, than we are to interfere in the divifion of the 
cabbage between the High Pricit of Jacobinifm and his favou- 
rite idol. Nor is the accuracy of their judgement lefs con- 
{picuous than the delicacy ot their tafte, as the following 
fhort fentence, which terminates their review, will clearly 
demonttrate :— 


‘© We mutt obferve, that Drennan, like Burke, is remarkable fo; 
the length of his fentences ; bur {till he is equally fuccefsful, equally 
charming, whether he rufh on, hurried by the energy of enthufiafm, 
till his period only tells us that he is breathlefs, or with more elegant 
and {portive movement wind round his fubjeét, clothing it with grace- 
ful fettoons of the richeft and fweeteft flowers.’’ 


Some of thefe “ graceful feftoons,” thefe ‘ richeftand fweeteft 
flowers’’ we have already exhibited to advantage and we fhall 
{elect 
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fele€&t one or two more to enlarge this rhetorical nofegay, 
The firft is a gentle invitation to rebellion, terminated ** with 


more elegant and fportive movement:” 


‘© T fay to thofe, who will underitand me, that they fhould now 
Jue ige in what manner it is for their intereft to act, when they fee 

very leffer job, like little fith, about to be fwallowed UP, and for 
ever ingulphed in the voracious maw af this great Kraken of a job, 
which was before deemed by many an imaginary being, but is now 
feen fwimming with Pontoppi dan Pitt upon its back, acrofs our 
channel, for ftil] the half of it is ours, I thal! fay no more upon this 
fubject, for the prefent---Let the Orange {pirit fay as much in the 
fpirit of peace, and Ireland will yet be---lreland. Otherwife let it 
continue the pacKsipe of Britain,’’ Pp. 39, 40. 

Again---‘* as if we could be reafoned into making a capo 
of our country---an eunuch of [reland’’---** as men of high 
office, and a prototype ot bar, or rather, dear wit.”’—* Such an 
infidious and impudent propofal to fell the loins of the coun- 
try at the expence of its Uiri/ity” =P. 33. 

Any farther extracts would be fupertluous, either to mark 
the {pirit of the author, or the principles of his Reviewers, 
How far thefe laft have here ** exerted the power of fupport- 
ing and advancing the intereils of truth,” how far they have 
adhered to the article of their creed, which profcribes all 
party-zeal and every bias of perfonal prejudice,” and, confe- 
quently, how tar blame or treac! bery is umputable to them, our 


readers muit decide. 

That the proprietors of the Critical Review, and of the 
New Annual Keg fier, thould deem this book worthy of re- 
publication was perfeatly natural. It tends to propagate the 
fame political principles, and to circulate the fame political 
forgerics, which fo trequently appear in their own productions. 
, hey have not, of late, found any man bold enough to juftify 
the French, on the queftion of aggreflion, or to ~calumniate 
their enemies, refpe€ting the pretended treaty of Pilnitz ; it 
was, therefore, to be expeéted that, when fuch a champion ap- 
peared, they would hail his approach; and contribute to the 
fuccefs of his efforts. The Critical Reviewers, of courfe, 
threw in their mite; and though the mafk of moderation 
which they have lately found it expedient to aflume renders 
any violent commendation of /uch a pamphlet impractica- 
ble, they do not fcruple to reprefent the author as a writer of 
‘* confiderable reputation,” to afcribe to his ityle a “dazzling 
and popular eloquence,’ ’’ and to characterize his ‘ paflages”’ 


as < fpirited.” (Crit. Rev, for Feb. 1799. ) 
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Art. III: A Sermon preached at the Confecration of a Cha apel 
at Cradley by the Rigl t Rev. the bijhop of Worcester 
ee. Fe. By the Rev. Joh: 1 Plumptree, M. A. Prebendary 
of the Cathedral Church of Worceiter, &c. 8vo. Pp. 23. 
Price 1s. Rivingtons, London. 1798. 





N the firft leaf of this fermon we are informed “ that the 

chapel at Cradley was originally defigned for, and has 
hitherto been uled by, a fect of independenis, who are now, 
for the moft part, become members of the eftablifhed 
church.” 

[It was not to be expected that a difcourfe announcing to 
the world fo interefting a fact fhould meet with much com- 
mendation from the illuminated and liberal conductors ot the 
Analytical Review, although it had been written with the pen 
of an angel; and their commendation of it, if it may be fo 
called, is confined to their finding “‘ in it as little of the 
favour of fuperftition as could from the occafion be expected ;’ 
which principle, they fay, has never produced ‘* one cond 
effe&t,”’ but, on the contrary, ** mifchiefs incalculable.” It 
by fuperftition is meant a devoted, blind, and bigotted attach- 
ment to the outward forms otf religion, without any of its 
true fpirit, we agree with the Reviewers in their with for its 
romoval; but we mult diffent trom them, ¢cfo ce/o, in the 
fentiment, that a folemn and awful confecration of an earthly 
temple to the fervice of the Creator, can, in the remoteit de- 
grec, be fo termed. We give them the utmoft credit when 
they declare ‘they fhould like to fee confecration fervices 
wholly difearded.”” Jt is part ot their fyftem, nay, the 
very vitality of their principles, to hold up to public ditregard 
every facred inflitution, every eftablithed ordinance. ‘To this 
purpofe, that hypocritical and mifchievous being, whom they 
term © an sliujirious fufferer,”’ devoted the belt of his days ; to 
the fame purpofe thefe his worthy and patriotic difciples are 

edicating their Aoneft labours. But that we with not fuch an 
accumulation of evil to the people of the weftern continent, 
it Would affordus no fmall degree of fatisfa@tion to learn that 
thefe virtuous and enlightene d critics had followed the fortunes 
of their lamented chief. So much for the notice taken by 
the Analytical Review of January 1799 of this fermon. In 
Our opinion it is an excellent production, and admirably cal- 

slated for the purpole. ‘* For the expediency of fuch ap- 
pointments,’ fays Mr. Plhumptree, ‘“* we appeal to reaton, 
audtoa competent acquaintance with human nature, Ex- 
erjepce proves in what manner external circumftances fre- 
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quently produce internal impreflions, and that objedis of 


fenfe can very powerfully affect and regulate mental difpofi - 
tions.” This ve ry plain and important truth it appears the 
Analytical Reviewers have yet to learn. Mr. P. treats the 
fubje&t, taken from St. Matthew, v. 18 and 20, in the fol- 
lowing manner :—1it. He confiders the import of the text as 
it isin itfelt—adly. As affording argument and exhortation 
towards local communion among C hriftians : and concludes 
with fome obfervations particularly adapted to the circum- 
ftances of the day. ‘The text he confiders ‘* not as an un- 
meaning intimation, infignificantly held forth by Jefus Chritt, 
but as affording the moft. “tational grounds ot hope and confi- 
dence that for all the purpofes of Chriftian communication, 
for all the benefits to be derived to mankind through Jefus 
Chrift, he isever fpecially in the midft of his faithful. tollow- 
ers, prefent in power, which is true and effeQual prefence, 
as true and as effectual as if vifible to our perception, aiding 
and lupporting the good purpoies of thofe who are aflemb led 
in his name.” Surely from this doétrine none but an enemy to 
the very eflence of Chriftianity can diflent, and the fatisfac- 
tion to be derived from it forms no fmall portion of the hap- 
pinefs of a pious and devout mind. 

The progrefs of the church to the flate in which it now 
appears, when Kings became its nurling fathers and Queens 
its nurfing mothers, and it became invelted with the form of 
what we call eftablifhments, is concifely and clearly related, 
We will add one quotation more, to give the reader an idea of 


Mr. P.’s ityle :— 


© On fuch principles as thefe, do we, as Chriftian Minifters, cor- 
ally take our part under our diocefan, in the completion o us 
dially tak part under our diocefan, in t! leti t this 
day’s undertaking ; that by a legal dedication of this {pacious edifice 
to God’s fervice, by a folemn confecration of all that is eflential to a 
material church, after a practice as ancient as the nature of a pro- 


greflive fpiritual church would allow, an epifcopal church of Chritt, 


may at all times be here aflembled ; good men here have the benefit of 
freque nt intercourfe with their Creator, learn here the various duties 
of their refpective fituations, be here inftructed in the prope r object 5 
and materials of their faith, their prayers, and their thankfyivings 
and that from hence the fecureft principles of genuine Chr riftianity 
may be tranfmitted to fucceeding generations.’’ 


On the whole, we think Mr. P. has well difcharged the 
duty of the fituation in which he ftood ; and we congratulate 
Mr. Townfhend and the other gentlemen by whofe meritori- 
ous excrtions a portion of that very populous neighbourhood 


has been brought back to the goed o/d paths, 


To 
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To the Editor of the Anti. Facosin Review and Magazine. 


MBOLDENED by that candour and liberality with whick 
you permit writers, who have been treated with afperity and 
injuftice, to plead their own cattle; and by the refpeétable teftimony 
which you have borne to the tnerits of my juvenile effays in 
poetry, I venture to requeft your infertion of the following. 

In the preface to the above-mentioned I had anticipated the ime 
potent malevolence of the foi-difant critic, but anticipated it with 
difregard and contempt. The reiult has proved that my expeéta- 
tions were not unfounded. You know, Sir, the loyalty of the 
publication which, with a man of liberal mind, profeffing the 
fame fentiments, and ftrenuous in the fame caufe, would have far 
outweighed the relentment arifing from the laugh, which I chofe 
to indulge, at the inconfiftent remarks of the Britisu Critic. 
In what 1s called, I fuppole, the review of my “ Poems,’”’ in the 
journal) for laft month, (after a pretty fair delay,) the little-minded 
critic, in the very {pirit that characterizes the vehicles of philofo- 
phifm, fedition, and blafphemy, cautioufly avoids the mention of 
the fubjeéts on which they chiefly treat, and the defign of the 
publication, The greater part of the criticilm (forgive the abule 
of the term) is employed in a nugatory, and not very fair, vindi- 
cation of their own confiftency. Here they inform me that my 

reface is * puerile,’’ and I am contented with its being called to, 
provided their critique be read at the fame time. Never did the 
temper of a fentence more vilely belie the words in which it is 
couched, No, Mr. Editor, had this fhrewd gentleman thought it 
as puerile as he fays, he would have laughed at it, and not have 
loft his good humour. You appear to have entertained a different 
opinion of it. (r.537, Vol. 1.) 

The critic then proceeds to grumble relu€lant applaufe on fome 
paffages fomewhere in thefe poems, which he deigns to fay are de- 
ferving ‘ very high prav/e,”’ and flippantly afks, ** Will this fatisfy 
this tefty youth?” I always thought, Sir, that critics were the 
pilots of literature, whofe cautious experience might teach young 
adventurers to fleer clear of the rocks and quickfands, which 
might, otherwile, wreck them, ere they gained the wide expanfe of 
the ocean. 

I court no man’s praife, I ceprecate not cenfure; fair and in- 
genious criticifm I love. If I delerve a mixture of praife and 
cenfure, let both be freely imparted; but let the fault or the ex- 
cellence be pointed out, that the former may ferve as a buoy, to 
warn me againft fhoals, and the latter as a magnet, to direé&t mein 
the courfe I ought to fteer. I am well aware that my poems have 
many imperfedtions, fuch as might well be expeéted in the pro- 
ductions of a young man, to whom it is irklome to revile, and 
who feldom, but by a pleafing compulfion, leaves the luminous 
pages of antiquity for the purpofe of feebly delineating his own 
lets noble thoughts. 


I fhould 
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I fhould be glad to know from what part of my writings this 
acute gentleman has colletted that I am a * tefty youth,” lf from 
the preface, 1 am jure that you will bear me witnels that it is 
written jokingly and in good humour. But grant that I am really 
fo, What then? Has it not been the chartered right and the 
privilege of the whole fraternity, from time immemorial, to be 
irritable ? and were even that not the cafe, is he ignorant that the 
poor worm we tread on will turn in vengeance, however impo- 
tent its eflorts, again{t the foot that prefles on it. 

I am, however, perfectly fatisfed with this growling approbation, 


more fterling than if it had been couched in {moother phrafe. 
Yours, &c. 


ROBERT FARREN CHEETHAM, 
Oxford, March 5, 1799. 





To the Editor of the Anti- Jacolin Review and Magazine, 


Uno avulfo non deficit alter. 





What tho’ in gaol convitted J —n lie, 
The Jacobins with H t his lofs fupply. 





SIR, 

E are informed, upon the beft authority,* that the untimely 
death of the Analytical Review is deeply regretted by all 
the friends of liberal enquiry. Tom Paine, in Parts, is miferable ; 
the expatriated illuftrious {ufferer, in America, inconfolable ; and 
the virtuous Godwin laments it nearly as much as the departure of 
his immaculate confort. The difciples of this diftinguifhed 

triumvirate are in the fame melancholy fituation as their matters, 


Ambubaiarum, collegia, pharmacopolx 
Mendici, mimi, balatrones, hoc genus omne, 
Meaitum et folicitum eft Zohnfoni morte libelli. 


Johnfon’s dull dead review with = in{pires 
Bankrupts, buffoons, quacks, fettaries, and liars. 


To footh, however, the forrows of thefe afflifted mourners, a 
New Analytical Review, attached alone to the facred caule of 
truth, unprejudiced, impartial as the old, conducted precifely 
upon the fame principles, evidently written by the fame authors, 
aliufque et idem nafcitur, and is gallantly offered to the patronage 
of the public, It commences, properly enough, with the work 
of an author who has already introduced its former editor to a 
gaol, and is himfelf convicted of a feditious and infamous libel ; 
of courle he is an objeét of panegyric. Thefe old writers of the 
new review very judicioufly applaud him for inability to corrett 
errors, for grofs vanity, an undefcribable fpecies of felf-futhciency, 
and wonderful ingenuity in printing an equal number of lines, 
from Virgil and Lucretius, on oppofite pages. They pioufly wifh 


aes ttl 





* The advertifement of the New Analytical Review. 
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him to expunge two lines, in which Mr. Fox is compared to our 
Saviour, ecunhs they fay, that Mr. Fox does not relifh the com- 
parifon, and conclude with a fentence, whole grammar, idiom, and 
meaning, it is neceffary to correct, conftrue, andexplain. ‘ We 
fear much” (that) ‘ his hopes will be fruftrated. At leaft as long 
as the furious Bellona rages and ravages the world,”’ (as long as the 
war lafts) “the gentle mufes will attract little relpeét, unlels they 
be party, political mufes;” that is, party political mufes are the 
gentle mules. After this moft notable difcovery, * Adolphus’s 
Biograpuical Memoirs of the French Revolution’ come under 
their cognizance, and they {cruple not to declare that the author is 
depriv ed of all title to attention, becaufe he was not at Paris at the 
time of the Revolution, becaule he fearches for matter of apology 
for one fparty, and of accufation for another, and, having chofen 
his party, is folicitous only for its defence. Adolphus fays, “ From 
the publications of the beft informed and moft impartial hiftorians, 
from the relu€tant confeflions of his adveriaries, and from the evi- 

dence of authentic faéts, I fhall endeavour to controvert the 
obloquy fo invariably purfued againft the unhappy and truly ami- 
able Louis, and to reprefent him the friend and model of virtue, 
the victim of intrigue and perfecution. Several well-informed 
biftorians have borne tellimony to his virtues, and difplayed his 
motives in their proper light ; but I have not relied entirely on 
eg narratives; I have Surveyed the contrary fide, and, in order 
eftablifh truth, have explored the fource of calumny, and in- 
vcllientod the origin of every flander.”? This paflage, which the 
New Analytical Revie wers’ ftupidly quote in their juftification, gives 
them the lie direét, and proves that the manly and candid author 
is entitled to the highelt c degree of credit and re{pect. They, how- 
ever, are of a different opinion, and, not fatished with acculing 
bim of grofs partiality and tedious dulnel(s, {tand forward in defence 
of the * kindnels and benevolence” of their friend and country- 
_— (as they call him,) Tom Paine, It may be afked, what has 
he kind and benevolent Paine done to deferve the praifes of any 
i nglifhman? He has repeatedly inftigated the people to fubvert 
the Conftitution, reviled his King, and blafphemed his God. 
iP hi ‘fe are the merits of Paine, and thefe are claims to their gratitude, 
uch have been, and always will be, admitted by the friends of 
liberal enquiry. The old and New Analytical Reviewers’ 
remorks on this publication are clofed with an aflertion that the 
*€ old delpotitm of France, for fome time previous tothe Revolu- 
tion, threw into the baftille every man who had written with free- 
dom upon government.”’—** Seven | copra (four of them not fate 
ones) were the whole number found in the baftille when forced by 
the mob !*” This is a fat univerfally known, and the friends of 
truth alone, when they ftated the contrary, were perfeéily aware 
that their ftatement was wilfully malignant and falie, I fhall not, 
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* Sce Young’s Example to France. ; 
Mr, 
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Mr. Editor, at prefent tre{pafs upon your patience any longer, but 
if this taftelefs, bigoted, lying Review, continues to infult the eye 
and under{tanding of the public, I will conftantly point out to you 
the moft ftriking inftances of its falfehood, difaflelion; and mif- 


reprefentation, 
C . Ss. 





To the Editor of the Anti-Facobin Review and Magazine. 


SIR, 
Wit I acknowledge the compliment which you paid my 
Sermon on Public Worfhip, by noticing it in your learned 
and patriotic Review, I beg leave to fuggeft that you feem to have 
miftaken the drift of my argument in one particular inftance. 

This I fhould have intimated in the courfe of laft month, had I, 
at that time, had any copy of itin my pofleflion, Permit me nowy, 
Sir, to obviate the poflibility of mifconception, by explaining my 
own meaning. ‘ 

It is your opinion that, in the paflage quoted in r. 672, Vol. I. 
of the Anti-Jacobin Review, I have confounded government with 
religion, in faying that the latter “ allows every denomination of 
Chriftians fuch modes of worfhip as their confciences moft ap- 
prove.” My words are an appeal to the experience and candour of 
every thinking perfon, literally as follows :—* And can the human 
intelleét conceive a more benevolent fy{tem of religion and govern- 
ment than this” (viz. * the religious and civil government,” men- 
tioned in the preceding fentence) ** which confults and provides 
for the immediate, as well as final, happinefs of all its members ; 
difpenfing to every individual as much liberty as is confiftent with 
the fafety and good order of the whole, and allowing every denomi- 
nation of Chriftians. {uch modes of worfhip as their confciences 
moft ef ag ie 25.) ‘The inference intended, and which, 1 
think, is fairly deducible from the words, is this—i.e. that the 
Conftitution of this realm had provided, with wile and affeftionate 
folicitude, for the happinefs of its fubjefts, by fuch a liberal 
eftablifhment of religion as was confiftent with the public fecurity, 
and the rights of private confcitnce. The modes of worfhip, 
which I here fuppofed to be within the limits of legal toleration 
are {uch as are founded on an acknowledgement not enly of the 
divinity of our bleffed Saviour, but alfo of the Trinity, which 
cannot include thofe of the Unitarian, or deiftical Diffenter. Thefe, 
however refpeétable they may be in regard to private chara&ter, are 
not comprehended in the toleration a&, even as extended by 
1g G. IIL. c. 44. judge Blackftone, in his comment on the 
toleration aft, excludes all thofe who deny the Trinity. Vol. IV. 
P, 54, 

Would you honour my fermon with a farther perufal, I think 
you would find in it no conceffions to any denominations of 
Chriftians incompatible with a decided preference for the church 
of England. ‘This preference I have always felt, and, on all fir 

NO.IX. VOL, 11, Oo eccafions, 
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occafions, am ready moft unequivocally to avow ; a preference, not 
founded on the delufive ground of prejudice, but on the folid bafis 
of conviction. The preference which I feel for the church of 
England is derived from a conviétion of its fuperiority over every 
other exifting church, in the following important points, viz.—- 
Its purity in doétrine, dilcipline, and worfhip; its venerable fim. 
plicity in habits, rites, and ceremonies; its apoftolical fucceffion, 
orders, and jubordination ; its provifion for its minifters coeval 
with the origin of property; its firm, but temperate, refiftance of 
popery, heterodoxy, innovation, and {chifm; and its friendly and 
faithful alliance with the ftate. Inthis age of apoftacy and anarchy 
‘no friend to the civil and religious conftitution of his country 
fhould fubmit to any imputation of Jukewarmnels or indifference. 
The time may arrive when every one’s attachment to the religion 
of his country may be put to the teft. On the bare poflibility of 
fuch an event (which one of our moft eminent prelates thinks not 
far diflant*) it bccomes every man to be prepared. For my own 
part, not like a certain arrogant deferter from the ftandard of 
orthodoxy,t I cordially adopt the language of the Pythagorean 
{chool of ancient politics, and declare, 


Apuve de Ure leg, niet UTES Coty Keel [LovOs, MeL LETR TOAARY F 

I will defend and protect my country and my religion, whether 
alone, or in conjunétion with others.” 

Conceiving theie fentiments to be perfettly conformable to your 
own, I fubfcribe mylelf, with every good wifh for the fuccels of 
your laudable and manly exertions in the caufe of your country, 

Sir, 
Your faithful and obedient fervant, 
Feb. 21, 1799. G. A. THOMAS, 


Live are happy, by the infertion of Mr. Thomas’s letter, to give 
ublicity to a valuable writer’s correétion of what he conceives to 
be our mifapprehention of a paffage in his fermon, (noticed in our 
Review for em ay rp. 672, Vol. 1.) for tho’ we could ftill have 
withed that the fentence had been more guarded in its conftruétion, 
and the duedifting&tion between religion and government more clearly 
marked, (becaufe the leaft confufion opens a door to dangerous 
errors,) yet we are bound, in every inftance, to admit an author's 
explanation of his own meaning, and we receive it with greater 
pleafure on the preient occafion, as it deprives thofe, who might be 
difpoied te kM vert it to their own purpoles, of the weight of 
fuch refpe€table authority. | 


_— as 





* Bifhop of Rochefter. Sec his Lordfhip’s Charge, 1796, p. 21. 
+ Gilbert Wakefield, formerly a Fellow of Jelus College, Cam- 
bridge. 
t Joan. Stobsai de Repub, Serm, XLI, 2, 249. Edit. Lugdun. 
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THE WRANGLING PHILOSOPHERS. 


HE year before laft Dr. Prizstiey, inhis American retreat, 

publifhed a pamphletentitled, “‘ Oblervations upon the Increate 
of Infidelity, with Animadverfions upon the Writings of feveral 
Modern Unbelievers, and efpecially the Ruins of Mr. Volney.’”’ 
The motto to this traét was “ Minds of little penetration reft natu- 
rally on the f{urface of things. They do not like to pierce deep 
into them, for fear of labour and trouble; fometimes ftill more for 
fear of truth’’, 

Mr. Vouney, who has alfo eftablithed his refidence in America, 
was, as might be fuppofed, extremely offended at this attack froma 
man with whom he was perfonally acquainted ; and the more fo, 
probably, from a conf{ciouinefs which he could not but feel, ina 
certain degree, that the Doftor’s publication contained many {trong 
truths and much wholefome doérine. However that might be, he, 
rcfolved not to fufler his*adverlary to efcape with impunity, and, 
accordingly, wrote an anfwer, which has been tran{mitted to us by 
a correipondent, and which we now prfefent to our readers, not 
from any peculiar merit which it poffeffes, not from any concur- 
rence with the opinions which it contains, but from the confidera- 
tion that a controverly between an infidel philofophift, and an 
Unitarian philofopher, has fomething novel and curious in it, and 
that the names of the combatants are fufficient, of themfelves, to 
tender the combat itfelf not uninterefling. 


VOLNEY’s ANSWER TO DR. PRIESTLEY. 


SIR, 
I received in due time your pamphlet on the increafe of infi- 


delity, together with the note without date which accompanicd 1t.* 
My an{wer has been delayed by the incidents of bufinefs, and even 
by ill health, which you will furely excufe: this delay has, befides, 
no inconvenience in it. The queftion between us is not of a very 
urgent nature: the world would not go on lefs well with or with- 
out my anf{wer as with or without your book. 1 might, indeed, have 
difpenfed with returning you any an{wer at all; and 1 fhould have 
been warranted in fo doing, by the manner in which you have ftated 
the debate, and by the opinion pretty generally received that, on 
Certain occafions, and with certain perions, the moft noble reply 
is filence, You feem even to have been aware of this yourlelf, 





* Dr. Pricftley fent his pamphlet to Volney, defiring his anfwer 
to the ftri€tures on his opinions in his * Ruins of Empires,”’-— 
vee P. S,— Editor, 
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confidering the extreme precautions you have taken to deprive me 
of this refource ; but as, according to our French cuftoms, any an. 
fwer is an a@ of civility, I am not willing to concede the advan- 
tage of politenefs—befides, although filence is fometimes very figni- 
ficant, its eloquence is not underftood by every one, and the pub- 
lic which has not the leiiure to analyze difputes (often of little in- 
tereft) has a reafonable right to require at leaft fome preliminary 
explanations ; referving to itlelf, fhould the difcuffion degenerate 
into the recriminative clamours of an irritated felf-love, to allow the 
right of filence to him in whom it becomes the virtue of moderation. 

I have read, therefore, your animadverfions on my Ruins, 
which you are pleafed to clafs among the writings of modern un- 
believers ; and fince you abfolutely intift on my exprefling my 
pn before the public, I fhalf now fulfil this rather difagreea- 
bie tafk, with all poffible brevity, for the fake of economizing the 
time of our readets. 

In the firft place, Sir, it appears evidently, frem your pamphlet, 
that your defign is lefs to attack my book than my perfonal and 
moral character ; and in order that the public may pronounce with 
accuracy on this point, I fubmit {feveral paflages fitted to throw 
hight upon the fubjeft. 

You, fay, in the preface of your difcourfes, p. xii, ‘ there are, 
however, unbelievers more ignorant than Mr. Paine; Mr. Volney, 

uinio, and others in France fay,’ &c. 
fo in the preface of your prefent obfervations, r. xx. * I can 
truly. fay that in the writings of Hume, Mr. Gibbon, Voltaire, 
Mr. Volney—there is nothing of folid argument: all abound in 
grols*miftakes and mifreprefentations.’ 

Idem, y. 38—‘ Whereas had he (Mr. Volney) given attention 
to the hiftory of the times in which Chriftianity was promulgated 

-++he could have no more doubt... &c...it is as much m 
vain to argue with fuch a perfon as this, as with a Chincle or even 
a Hottentot.’ ‘ 

Idem, vr. 119—* Mr. Volney, if we may judge from his nume- 
rous quotations of ancient writers in all the learned languages, 
oriental as well as occidental, muft be acquainted with all; for he 
makes no mention of any tranflation, and yet if we judge from this 
ipecimen of his knowledge of them, he cannot have the {mallett 
tin¢éture of that of the Hebrew, or even of the Greek.’ 

And, at laft, after having publifhed and pofted me in your very 
title-page, as an wndeliever and an infidel ; after having pointed me 
out in your motto as one of thofe fuperficial fpirits who know not 
how to find out, and are unwilling to encounter, truth ; you add, 
Pp. 424, immediately after an article in which you fpeak of me un- 
der all thefe denomimations— 

* The progrefs of infidelity, in the prefent age, is attended with 
a circumi{tance which did not {o frequently accompany it in any 
former period, at leaft, in England; which is, that unbelievers m 
revelation generally proceed to the difbelief of the being and the 
providence of God io as to become properly athciils.” P. 125. 








So that, according to you, I am a Chineie, + Hottentot, an un - 
believer, an atheift, an ignoramus, a man of no fincerity; whofe 
writings are full of nothing but grofs miftakes and mifreprefen- 
tations. ' 

Now I afk you, Sir, what has all this to do with the main 
queftion ? What has my book in common with my perfon ? And 
how can you hold any converie with a man of {uch bad conneétions? 

In the fecond place, your invitation or, rather, your fummons to 
me, to point out to the public the miftakes which, I rninx, you 
have made with refpeci to my opimions, fuggeft to me feveral ob- 
fervations. 

ift. You fuppofe that the public attaches a high importance to 
your miftakes and to my opinions: but I cannot att upon a fup- 

fition. Am I not an unbeliever ? 

ed. You fay, p. 18, that the public will expel ut from me: 
Where are the powers by which you make the public ipeak and 
at: Is this alfoa revelation ? 

gd. You require me to point out your miftakes. I do not know 
that I am under any fuch obligation: I have not reproached you 
with them : it is not, indeed, very corre*t to afcribe to me, by fe-' 
le€tion or indifcriminately, as you have done, all the opinions 
fcattered through my book, fince, having introduced: many dif- 
ferent perfons, 1 was under the neceflity of making them deliver 
different fentiments, according to their different charatters. The 
part which belongs to me is that of a traveller a upon the 
ruins and meditating on the caufes of the misfortunes.of the human: 
race. Tobe confiftent with yourlelf you ought to have afligned 
te me that of the Hottentot or Samoyde favage, who argues with 
the doétors, c. xxiii. and I fhould have accepted it; you have 
preferred that of the erudite hiftorian, c. xxii. Nor do I look 
upon this as a miftake; I difcover, on the contrary, an infidious 
defign to engage me in a duel of felf-love before the public, wherein 
you would excite the exclufive intereft of the {peftators by fup- 
porting the caufe which they approve; while the tafk which you 
unpofe on me, would only, in the event of fuccefs, be attended 
with fentiments of difapprobation. Such is your artful purpofle, 
that, in attacking me as doubting the exiftence of Jeius, you might 
fecure to yourfelf, by furprize, the favour of every Chriftian fect ; 
although your own incredulity in his divine nature is not lefs fub- 
verfive of Chriftianity than the profane opinion, which does not. 
find in hiftory the proof required by the Englith law to eftablith a 
fa&: to fay nothing of the extraor lone kind of pride affumed in 
the filent, but palpable, comparifon of yourfelf to Paul and to 
Chrift, by likening your labours to theirs as tending to the tame 
objeft, p. x, preface. | 

Nevertiatag: as the firft impreffion of an attack always confers 


an advantage, you have fome ground for expe€ting that you may ob- 
tain the apoftolic crown; unfortunately for your purpofe I enter- 
tain nodifpofition to that of martyrdom : and however glorious to me 


it might be to fall under the arm of him who has overcome Hume, 
' O03 Gibbon, 
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Gibbon, Voltaire, and even Frederick II, I find myfelf under the 
neceflity of declining your theological challenge for a number of 
{ubftantial reafons. 
ft, Becaule, to religious quarrels there is no end, fince the Pree 
judices of infancy and education almoft unavoidably exclude im. 
partial yeafoning, and, belides, the vanity of the champions be. 
coines committed by the very publicity of the conteft, never to 
ive up a firlt aflertion, whence refult a fpirit of feétarifm and 


. &d,, Becaufe no one has a right to afk of me an account of my re- 
ligious opinions: every inquifition of this kind is a pretenfion to 
foyercignty, a firlt ftep towards perfecution ; andthe tolerant {pirit 
of this country, which you invoke, has much lefs in view to en- 
§4g¢ men to {peak, than to invite them to be filent, 

gd. Becaule fuppofing I do hold the opinions you attribute to 
me, 1 wifh not to engage my vanity fo as never to retraft, nor to 
deprive mylelf of the relource of a converfion on fome future day 
after more ample information. 

4th. And: becauie, reverend Sir, if, in the fupport of your own 
thefis, you fhould happen to be difcomfited before the Chriftian 
audiénce, it would be a dreadful {candal; and I will not be a caule 
of feandal, even for the fake of good. 

5th. Becaufe in this metaphyfical conteft our arms are too un- 
equal ; you oe im your mother tongue, which I {carcely lilp, 
might bring forward huge volumes, whilft I could hardly oppole 
pages; and the public, who would read neither produétion, might 
take the weight of ‘books for that of reafonings, 

6th» And becaule being endowed with the gift of faith, in a 
pretty fufficient quantity; you might {wallow in a quarter of an 
hour more articles than my logic wouid digeft in a week, 

qth. Becaule again, if you were to oblige me to attend your fer- 
mons, as you have compelled me to read -your pamphlet, the congre- 
gation would never believe that a man powdered and adorned like 
any other worldling, could be in the right again{t a man drefled’out 
in alarge hat, with flratt haty,* anda morufied countenance, al- 
though the gofpel, ipeaking of the Phavilees of other times, who 
were unpowdered, fays, that when one faits he muft anoint his 
head and wafh his face.t 

8th. Becaufe, fmally, a difpute to one having nothing elfe to do, 
would be a gratification, while to me, who can employ my tyne 
better, it would be an abfolute lofs.’’- 

(To be continued.) 





a 


* Dr. Pricftley has difcarded his wig, fince he went to America, 
_ and wears his own hair.—Editor. 

+ Moreover when ye faft, be not as the hypocrites of afad 
countenance; for they SaGkure their faces that they may appear 
unto men to faft; but thou when thou fafteft anoint thine head 
and wath thy face,"—St, Matt, ch. vi. ver. 16 & 17, 
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DEFENCE OF THE QUAKERS. 


(Concluded from pr. 104.) 


- LL truth docs not unfold itfelf at once ; and the firft atten. 
tion of the primitive Quakers, as‘was not very unlikely for a 
religious body, was to religious abufes, of which they thought they 
faw many in the minifters of that time, who were praétifing the 
fame things which they had reprobated in their predeceffors of the 
Church of England. The quotation in the note marked 4, Leflie, 
@- 103, is alfo, as he fays, taken from the fheet addrefled to the 
Council of Officers, &c. 1659, that is, from the fheet figned F. G. 
Now we come to Edward Burrough.—‘ The Son of God (I 
omit the blafphemous Sane ype introduced in the explanation of 
that term by your illuftrator) might command thoufands and ten 
thoufands of his faints at this day to fight in his caufe.” Now, 
taking this literally, who dares fay that he cannot ? But Leflie, in 
his quotation, omits fome material words.—Burrough writes thus : 
“ Yet are we dreadful unto the wicked, and mutt be their fear; for 
we have chofen the Son of God to be our King, and he hath 
chofen us to be his people; and he might command thoufands and 
tens of thoufands of his faints at this day to fight in his caule; he 
might lead them forth and bring them in, and give them victory 
over all their enemies, and turn Ais hand upon all their perfecu- 
tors ; but yet his kingdom is not of this world, ‘neither is’ his war- 
fares with carnal weapons, neither is his viétory by the murthering 
and killing of mens’ perfons, neither hath he chofen us for that 
end, neither can we yet believe that he will make ufe of us in that 
way, though it be his only right to rule in nations, and our heir- 
fhip to pofels the uttermoft parts of the earth; but, for the pre- 
fent, we are given up to bear and fuffer all things for his name 
fake, and our prefent glory and renown therein ftands till the 
appointed time of our deliverance without the arm of flefh, or any 
multitude of an hoft of men.’’—Our next Note leads us to a de- 
nunciation of Burrough againft the Cavaliers, in which are the 
words mentioned in the note, or nearly fo; but it muft be ob- 
ferved, that the cavaliers only come in for their fhare of cenfure, 
or curfe, with divers other defcriptions of people into which the 
country was then (1656) divided, viz. to Oliver Cromwell—to 
his council—to judges, lawyers, &c.—to all aftrologers, magi- 
cians, &c.—to al! generals, colonels, &c,—to the Cavaliers above 
mentioned—to priefis, prophets, and teachers—to Papifts—to 
Proteftants—to Pritbyerrtins and Independents—to Anabaptilts, 
&c, To moft of which hisaddrefs begins, ‘‘ The controverfy of the 
Lord is againft you ;”’ fo that this book of Burrough’s was a gene- 
ral reprehenfion of what appeared to him the fin of each. As, 
however, Leflie has taken care to fingle out and preferve this. ad- 
drefs to the Cavaliers, we may fee, ‘by peruling it, whether the 
conftraétion of your illuftrator be the right one: ‘* You are,” fays 
Burrough, “ become curled im your hatchings and endcavours,” 
i, ¢ ({ays your illuftrator) the Cavaliers attcmpting to reftore the 
» Oo4 king. 
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king. But let Burrough fpeak for himfelf—‘ and from time to 
time my hand hath been agent you in battle, and you have been, 
and you are, given up to bea prey to your enemies, for the pur. 
pole and intent of your hearts have been known alway’ to be again{t 
the form of truth, and mu¢h againft my powerful truth itielf; and 
becaufe you attempted to take my throne, confcience, therefore | 
rofe in face againit you, and will have war with all your followers 
herein forever.” Here your illuftrator difmiffes Burrough and 
turns him to Howgill, whom he accules of boafting that the 
Gate had given intelligence to the Parliament of the infurre€ion 
of Booth, It would not follow from hence, that thofe Quakers 
who did fo were difaffefted to Charles II; for I find, by Claren- 
don’s Hiftory and Whitelock’s Memorial, that Booth, in his de- 
claration, did not mention the King, but pretended to have taken 
arms in behalf of a free Parliament, and the liberties of the people. 

The Quakers, of 1660, having thus been charged with dif 
affe€tion to monarchy, are next accufed of time-ferving on the re- 
ftoration of Charles II. Proof of this is taken from a declaration 

refented to him foon after, wherein are the words, * that we do 
ove, own, and honour the King and thele prefent governors” — 
but hear them, goon a trifle farther, ‘“‘ fo far as they do rule for 
God and his truth, and do not impofe any thing upon people’s 
confciences, but let the gofpel have free paflage through h con- 
{ciences of men, which we do not know they have by any law as 
yet impofed ;.and if they grant liberty of confcience towards God 
and towards man, then we know that God will blefs them.” 

It is remarkable, that had the Quakers, in 1660, been a bady fo 
evidently anti-monarchical, that the fagacity of the returning loy- 
alifts did not find it out, efpecially as the fources, from which 
Leflie takes his charges, were then more abundantly open; namely, 
their books printed before the reftoration, Inftead of which, in 
1660, early after Charles’s return, he fingularly befriended Geo. 
Fox, and admitted another of them to a familiar converfation about 
their principles and fufferings, 

The fa&t feems to be, that the firft Quakers were pretty plain 
with all the governments under which they lived, from the long 
parliament to the revolution ; and foretold the downfall of moft of 
the powers, that, during that period, fucceeded each other, as a 
thing that would be .confequent on the perfecuting {pirit which, 
more or lefs, pervaded them all. In that fhort period, lefs than 
forty years, fix or eight forms of Government arofe, abufed their 
authority, and fell, At length came the revolution and the fuc- 
ceflion of the Crown to the Houle of Hanover, Perfecution 
ceafed on the part of Government ; one hundred and eighteen years 
have elapfed ; and no convulfion has overturned the State. Thefe, 
if not cenfequences, muft be allowed to be remarkable coincidences, 

It is, however, as I have hinted, foreign to the purpole to 
fhew that the carly Quakers were loyal or not, I conceive that, 
had they been the means of the reftoration itfelf, their fervices 
woyld not juftify a turbulent condué in their fycceffors ol the 

preicnt 
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yefent day; neither alfo can any afts of the Quakers under 
Sharles II. criminate the peaceable fubjeéts of a George the 
Third, who has been pleafed repeatedly to teftify his fatistaction 
with their conduét, and whole judgement, thus publicly given, 
js not over-decently contradiéted by your illu(trator. 





To the Editor of the Anti- Jacobin Review and Magazine. 


SIR, 
Am one of thofe numerous readers of your peculiarly excel. 
lent Revizrw, whoexperience confiderable fatisfaétion in ob- 

ferving with what perfevering veracity you continue to expole the 

artial and pernicious recommendations, the infidious and deep- 

Sefigting milreprefentations, the unjuft and illiberal criticifms, the 

unqualified affertions, the grofs fallehoods of thofe opprobria of 

literature, the Critical and Monthly Reviewers. Could I cha- 
rafterize, in terms lefs harfh and more appropriate, publications 
which affume and exercife a judiciary authority over the literary 
world, I would moft gladly do fo; becaulfe, Sir, I have always 
deemed Reviews and their Authors objeéts claiming an exclufive 
deference; and, as far as I dare rely upon my own incompetent 
_ judgement, have been led to conceive that Reviewers ought not 
only to be judges of letters, but alfo the patrons of religion, the 
eenfors of morals, the guardians of their sountry’s weal. . When, 
therefore, I turn my eyes towards the Monthly and Critical Re- 
viewers, and behold theie judges of letters pafling by, without one 
honeft acknowledgement, one tributary commendation, the moft 
convincing truths eftablifhed on the profoundeft erudition, and 
fupported by the moft claflical ftyle, but militating ‘againft, and 
counteracling, their degenerate dottrines ; when I fee them, on the 
ether hana, lavifhing indifcriminate praife upon the moft barren 
fophiftries founded upon the loweft perverfions of learning, and 
clothed in the coarfeft irregularities of language, but countenancin 
and defending thofe doétrines; when, moreover, I -obierve thele 
patrons of religion, feated in the fcorner’s ‘chair, rafhly deciding 
againft the Revelation of Heaven; when I fee thele cenfors of mo- 
rals uniformly ra encouraging, enforcing the inebriate 
philofphy, the debauched reafonings of iuminati, Again, when 
witnels thefe guardians of their country’s weal, difcipling and 
abetting the feditious ; reviling and rudely repelling the truly pa- 
triot and loyal ; when, Sir, 1 behold men who claim the eminent 
office of Reviewers, thus abufing the moft interefting departments 
of their duty, thus regardicfs of its moft imperative obligations— 
then, and then moft juftly, do I apply to the vehicles of their 

a shay, their immorality, their democracy, the fevereft terms of 

- ee which the reproach they fo richly deferve can 

ictate, 

Superior intelligence, that noble gift of God to man, was beftowed, 
as were all the other munificent grants of the Divine Mercy, for the 
benefit of his creatures; how then ought the attempts of thofe 

men 
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men to be exectated who labour to thwart the Almighty’s goodnefs, 
and convert the inftruments of his bounty to their own banefu) 

urpofe, that they may blaft where He defigned to blefs? Of this 
Frithlefs and ungrateful ftamp, I do not hefitate to affert, are the 
attempts of thefe Reviews, attempts which have been deteéted and 
ex by irrefragable evidence. As fuch, then, they ought to be 
condemned and re} by every fincere friend of learning, who, 
in the proud purfuits of /tience, retains the humbler principles of 
Chrifttan hp From thofe literary focieties, therefore, where the 
foperfieial dogmas of infidelity, and the crude fy {tems of republican 
philofophy, are over-ruled by pious conviction and found {fenfe ; 
thefe agents of the former will be caft out ;, and it {eems to be a na- 
tural inference that, in the literarf focieties of the clergy, books {o 
hoftile to religion, virtue, and peace, will not be tolerated—at this 
period of the year moft of thefe focieties hold fome principal meet- 
ing; I have, therefore, to requeft that you, Sir, the Editor of fo 
valuable a fubftitute as the Anti-Jacobin Review, will permit me, 
through its medium, to call the attention of their members to the 
following confideration ; 

Whether, after the well-fubftantiated proofs of the numerous 
falfehoods of thefe Reviews, the con{tant expofure of their perni- 
cious principles, the confutations of their partial and illiberal cri- 
ticifms, which you, Sir, as a true friend to your country have de- 
veloped, by evidence which every reader of attention and infor. 
mation will readily acknowledge and admit, whether, I fay, with 
fuch unanfwerable teftimony againft their principles and party, it 
would not be, in every fhape, advifeable to exclude them from the 
literary collettions of ‘fuck Facieties ? 

I do not prefume to go farther in my fuggeftions ; it is true, I 


‘ have.mentioned your Review asa fubftitute, bur it requires not the 





commendatory aid of my pen to direft their choice, where the in- 
dividual merits. of the objeé& challenge regard. 
I_am aware, Sir, that this propofition of exclufion will meet 
with fome few objections : eel pour permiffion I will anticipate 
endeavour to: anfwer one or two of them. Perhaps I fhall be 
told thatit is good to have an opportunity of feeing both fides of 
the queftion—if by feeing be here meant judging, 1 am content to 
allow that fuch an opportunity is an advantage, and muft eventu- 
ally operate in favour of my propofition. For, Sir, it is com 
monly {aid that the poffeffion of happinels conftitutes the chief end 
of the various purfuits of man; if fo the original and univerfal 
tom muft be, How are we to obtain and fecure it ? The voice 
of God has diftated the means—* to do juftly, to love mercy, and 
to walk humbly with our God.”” The voice of reafon blends thefe 
fequifites, and, inthe following eI 9 seme out our happieft 
dependencies—religion, virtue, and good 5 by fecuring which 
we cannot fail to preferve every nee whence our felicity can 
bring. This, then, is the important ton which ev man 
Sin Sup decide n. ps wa ae exiftence of ay clean fide 
of this queftion, 1 but.of one other; and that is its reverle— 
Infidelity, 
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fidelity, vice, and confufion, and furely none will hefitate a mo. 
~~ which to choofe ap attach himfelf to. 

Publications, therefore, which make ule of their circulatory and 
authoritative nature, not only to difleminate by recommendatory 
extraéts, the atheijtical rhapfodies, the deliberate impurities, of a God- 
win; the develling anarchy and impious profanations of that foe to 
his God, and his fellow creatures, Paine; but which alfo apply 
their moft ftrenuous exertions to diftort and decry the genuine 
effufions of religzous, moral, and politica: truth—let me afk any man, 
of the leaft refle&tion, whether tuch books, {o pofitively favourable 
to the reverfe of the quettion referred to, be not much lefs likely to 

romote and preferve the happinels of mankind, than one which is 
ramed and conducted upon principles, in every inftance, diame 
trically oppofite. 

Again, with refpect to what can be faid concerning the implicit 
confidence we muft conlequently place in the fentiments of one iet 
of perfons, if we reje&t every produftion of contrary principle; 
let but the preceding argument be admitted, and it, will follow, oft 
courfe, that we fhall be aéting more like wife and prudent men, by 
arranging our ideas, our principles, and our fentiments agreeably. 
to the ftandard of that one fet of perfons, than. by dividing them 
and allowing them to be weakened and corrupted by any evil influ-, 
ence whatfoever, The evil tendency of the Critical and “Monthly. 
Reviewers have been incontrovertibly proved; thus expoled, 
then, in their native deformity, they ought not to be fuffered to 

‘diffule their evil-influence. As there can be but one path to virtue,. 
every guide which betrays us into deviation from it is to be iuf- 
pected and abandoned. 

Laftly, in regard to thofe new-fangled creeds of liberality and 
prejudice, which thefe Reviews, notwith{tanding their avowed anti- 
pathy to creeds of every defcription, have eftablifhed as tefts of the 
worth of their party, 1 have but this to add in conclufion, that no- 
thing can be Aéeral which is not true, neither can there exift any 
prejudice too ftrong which is confequent of pious, honourable, and 


well-founded conviétion. 
Feb, 20, 1799. . G. HEWIT, 
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HENSHALL’s REPLY. 


(Continued from VOL. 1. P. 733.) 
To the Editor of the Anti- Facobin Review and Magazine. 


SIR, . : 
AVING exhibited fpecimens from Hickes, Wilkins’s Saxon 


Laws, and Alfred’s Will, where the writer in the Gentle- 
man’s Magazine can convict me of —— inaccuracies,” for 
o_ critic’s fenfe of feeling is as acute as Butler’s hero’s fenfe of 


“« Can fee where other folks are blind, 
«As pigs ate faid to fee the wind ;” 


I will 
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I will exhibit:to this fcholar (who “ underftands what he reads.” 
¢¢ who darkeneth not counfels by words without knowledge,” and 
«« whofe words are not like a tangled chain,” as the language of 
‘“ the ignorant and prefumptuous 5. H.”’) a {pecimen of the clear 
and accurate ideas, which the Editor ConcitiorumM Macnee 
Bart. and the admirer of this comprehenfive and intelligent 
linguift, have obtained by the “excellent fenfe of the Latin 
tranilation.” 


_  Concilia Magn Brit.a Davipve Wi kins, s. 1. ». P. 198. 


« Gif hwylc Criften man his agen bearn, oththe his nehftan 
, with anigum wurthe fylle, nabbe he manne gemanan mid 
Criftenum mannum, zr he hine alyfed hxbbe of tham theowdome, 
if he thonne hine begytan ne mage, dale {wa mycel feoh for 
a fwa he xr mid him nam, and alyfe otherne of theowdome, 
and freoge thone, and fafte feofon Wucan on hlafe and on 
Watere, and gif he thas geftreones nabbe, that he alylan mxge, 


faite thonne eahta and twentig wucena on hlafe and on Waetere. 


Si quis chriftianus infantem fuum vel proximi fui pro aliquo 
pretio vendiderit, non habeat confortium aliquod cum chriftianis, 
antequam eum e fervitute redemerit ; fi autem ipfum obtinere ne- 
queat, ‘tradat tantum pecuniae, quantum prius per ipfum acce- 

rat, et redimat eum e fervitute, ac liberct illum, et jejunct 

em feptimanas in pane et aqua: et fi facultates non habeat, ut 
eum redimere poffit, jejunet ofto et viginti hebdomadas in pane et 
aqua. 

“© Tf ilk Chriflian man his own Barn, oth’ his nigheft Kinfmans, with 
any * ee not have he no Communion with Chriftian men, ¢’er 
he them loofed have of their thraldom, if he then them get not may, 
deal fo mickle fee for them, fo he e’er with them nimmed,+ and loofe 
others of thraldom, and free thence, and faft feven Weeks on Loaf 
and on Water, and if he this flrength not have, that he loofe may, faft 
then eight and twenty weeks on Loaf and on Water.” 


Now to a perfon of common apprehenfion it may appear a 
ftrange circumftance that a man mutt be neceffitated to redeem 
thofe from flavery, whom he cannot redeem, “ fi autem ipfum 
obtinere nequeat, redimat cum,” et Lideret cum; it may feem con- 
trarv to the fpirit and doétrines of Chriftianity to require impol- 
fibilities; but this is a trifling paradox to enlightened Reviewers, 
who colleé better fenje’’ from fuch precile laws that punifh fin- 
ners for doing what they could not do, than the juft, equitable, 
and benevolent principle inculcated in this penitential by this 
Council, that inftituted the emancipation of Englifhmen, that the - 
feller of a flave, or flaves, before ire was re-admitted to the com- 
munion of the church, fhould firft pay the price of the purchale- 





* Synonymous with price. 
+ “ Nimmed his puyfe.”"——Shak{peare—Merry Wives of Windfor. 
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money, then reftore him, or them, to liberty if poffible; but if 


this was impracticable, then it became his atoning duty to loofe 
others of thraldom. If common fenleis ‘ wretched fluff,” yet may 
God grant me always to write common fenfe. 

I will now proceed to comment on the learned Critiques of 
Antiquaries, relative to the meaning of half fentences or fingle 
words. The Analytical Review, and Magazine by the Wooden 
Civilian, abufe me unmercifully relative to the following paflage, 

«* —and thu nu thurgh that tryw, and thurgh that Rode hefft 
ealle thyne blyfle forelpyhled.”’ 

¢« —quando quidem per ligneam * illam crucem tuath, omnem 
deleftationem perdidifti.” 

“and thou now thorough that true one, and thorough that roodt 
haveft all thine Blifs fore-fpoiled.”” 

‘In the firft place it is neceflary to obferve relative to Sylvanus 
Urban, who never commits “ typographical errors through hajty 
writing” (vp. 862) that tree is fub{tituted in his extraét for true or 
true-one. I next afk whether thefe acute grammarians and able 
Saxons are accuftemed to meet with tautological expreflions in the 
writings of our forefathers? But if I admit that ra yw may mean 
tree, which I do not mean to deny, will they pretend, or dare to 
affert, that it does not mean true, (rREU oder Gerreu Gérm.) and 
if it is capable of fuch interpretation, as I afirmand can prove, 
which language or fentiment conveys the moft corre& or natural 
ideas ? ‘* per lignean illam Crucem,” or the idea tranf{mitted by my 
homely verfion, “ through that true one who aflumed humanity to 
render men well-pleafing to God, atoned for all the fins of the 
world by his fufferings on the crofs, and bruifed the ferpent’s head.” 
This may be wooden ftuff, yet ex quovis Ligno non fit Mercurius; 
but 1 fhall ever prefer my own acceptation of this paflage to 
“thorough that tree, and thorough that rood,” for whoever 
doubted that the crofs was made of wood ? 

‘The next paffage which I fhall exhibit has been “ feverely, but 
juftly, commented upon by a Friend, J, with the oblfervations of 
Mr. & in the date Analytical Review, to whom I can now properly 
apply the conclufion of his critique on my work, ‘ Bene facis, vir 
bone, vade, et noli amplius peccare. ‘To avoid the poflibility of mif- 
reprefentation, I will give the extraé at length. 

“In vp. 4, we have an extraét from a Saxon manu(cript, tran- 
fcribed in the Thefaurus of Hickes, (Differt. Epift. r. 2.) with the 
‘ Verfio Hickefana,’ and, on the A page, the Saxon is printed 
in Roman charaéters, with an Englith ‘ radical tranflation,’ by the 
Editor, in Italics. Which brings to our recollettion the cafe of 
Dryden's Tranflation of Virgil; it ¢ was cen{ured,’ we are told, 
‘ by Milbourne, a clergyman, ftyled by Pope the facre/ of critics, be- 


caufe he exhibited his own verfion to be compared with that which 


he condemned.’ 





* Ligneam—a wooden tranflation indeed. ’ 
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“ The firft two lines of Mr. H’s tranflation, with the Saxon in 
Roman charatters, we have here extraéied : 

‘Her {wutelath on thiffum gewrite, that an f{cir-gemot fxt xt 

© Here fettleth on this writ that one Shiremote fat at 
FE. geinoths-ftane be Cnutes degecinges, Ther fxton Athelftan B. 
Wlnoth’s-flone being Cnutes day king. There fatten Etheiftan Bo. 

“ The very fecond word, fwutelath, which fignifies freweth or de- 
clareth, is here tranflated fo as to. miflead the learner, and make 
him think that our prefent /ettleth is a corruption of the word be- 
fore him. The accurate Hickes has explained it by offenditur— 
bn the next line we have se Cnutes pace cinces. In zz, 
which fignifies in, by the fame obftinate diftortion of common 
fenfe, Mr. H. finds our modern Englifh being. And the remaining 
words CNUTES D&GE CINGES are tranflated Cnutes day king. 
To any perfon who has read three pages of the Saxon grammar the 
inaccuracy of this tranflation muft be {triking. Cnutes and cinces 
are both of the genitive cafe; we mult, therefore, render it in the 
day of king Cnute; Canuto regnante, Hickes. In die Canuti, Lye. 
In the fame line we have TH#x ston, ‘ there fatten,’ which, 
without lofing one iota of its force, might have been expreffed in 
good Englifh, At line 15, THA COM FARENDE TO THAM GeE- 
mors, is tranflated ‘ Then came fore-hand tothat mote.’ The de- 
rivation of rFARENDE from the verb FARAN, to fare or travel, is 
obvious, and ftill more fo our prefent word way-faring. On 
cemore is this note, ‘ the Saxon ge prefixed, is almoft conftantly 
to be left out in modern Englifh.’ This evidently regards his own 
tranilations, or why is it not faid, that Ge was afterwards, in 
thany cafes, foftened into y, as in yclepede: but is now generally 
diluted.” 

With refpe& to the comparative infinuation, relative to Mil- 
bourne and Dryden, by this fatreft of Crittcs, I fimply afk whe- 
ther a tyro or {chool-boy would more eafily acquire a knowledge 
of a language from a litera! or liberal tranflation? Now I proceed 
to my vindication. Relative to the word swutrretatru, Sylvanus 
Urban coincides with Mr. j. in opinion, by his dogma, that it 
fhould be fheweth. In the firft place, I refer for authority to 
Thwaites’s Heptateuch, Gen. cap. xxii, ver. 8. Him andwyrde 
Se fader, God forefceawath min funu him fylf tha offrunge. 9. Hig 
comon tha to the ftowe the him gefwutelode God. 1 fhall perfft in 
giving my &teral verfion, which always fo ftrangely coincides with 
vormmon fenfe, “* though it at phe to be founded on nothing but an 
tmavinary refemblance oy fous ,”' (Gent. Mag. pv. 861.) Him, an- 

the Father. God forefheweth my fon himfelf the offering. They 

come thereto the flow (or place) that him fettled (eww Septuag.) God. It 
is Certain, then, that there is a verb sceawaru Correfponding to 
th, diftiné&t from swutre rats, which I {till maintain ‘to be 
fettleth for the following reafons. In this curious record, which 
commences with the words extrafted, we are informed that the 
‘caule was decided before one word was regiftered in the gofpels of 
St. £thelbest’s Miniter, or in the original in one Chrift’s Book, 
which 
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which the penetrating and acute Sylvanus Urban has wifely and 
learnedly difcovered to be a od neers in correction of my literal 
verfion; an unfortunate blunderer, however, cannot but err in 
the fimpleft alterations; for a Teftament includes the epiftles, 
and I with this honoured antiquary would inform me where the 

on epiftles are to be found,) but one Chrift's Book contains here 
only the four Evangelifts, and, according to the ufage of our an- 
ceftors, oaths are now adminiftered by {wearing the perfon on the 
four Evangelifts. Subiequent to this, Turkill Wight, who is en- 
regiftered as a liber Homo of the firft clafs, a peer, in Domefday, 
‘ tenuit in Paragio,’? was defirous of fecuring this bookland to his 
pofterity by the fignatures of all the members of the county court, 
which document fettled it on him and his heirs. This litigation, 
by fuch means and ‘procefs, was fettled here by this document. 
To ftate “ in this writing is feen,” is not agreeable to the mode of 
thinking ufed by our forefathers, it is like * gentlemen, you thall 
fee-what you fhadl fee.” 

The critique of my work, in the Analytical Review, is fo con- 
tradi€tory in different parts, that it would have been impoffible to 
have accounted for fuch a Farrago hbelli, had I not been obligingly 
informed that it was written by different perfons. In one place I 
learn that ‘any perfon, who has read three pages of the Saxon 
grammar, mult ve ftruck with the inaccuracy of my tranflation ;’” 
in another place it is admitted, that * the grammars of the lan- 
guage have too frequently been conftructed on Latin principles.” 

afk thefe gentlemen what is the grammar they ufe that is of fuch 
authority withthem, a grammar not conftruéted on Latin principles? 
To this query I know they cannot reply, for I perceive they 
adopt H hia and Lye’s formation of the verb and conftruétion of 
the noun (whole fy{tem I attack) and nobly and ably confute me by 
begging the queftion. Perfevering, however, in my ‘ obftinate dil- 
tortion of common fenfe,”’ I afirmthat nz CNUTES DAGE CINGES, 
is intellible to an Englifh reader when rendered ‘* being Knutes da 
King. Lye and Horne Tooke admit that Be on is to be or being, and, 
from the frequent abbreviations and elliples in the Saxon records, the 
w final of BEON is omitted in writing, as it was in pronunciation, 
becaufe of cw following it. With refpett to their genitive cafes 
are net the Latin principles adopted which they reprobate ? On the 
{ubject of their ftri€tures on THA COM FARENDE TO THAM GE- 
MOTE, ‘then came forehand to that mote,” 1 take leave to en- 
quire what exquifite fenle there would be in the obvious amended 
tranflation of ‘Mr. j, “ then come ¢ravelling to that mote;’’ or 
Mr. Sylvanus Urbans, “ then come goivg to that mote,” when the 
plaintiff was prefent in court, and {poke or opened his cale, to 
which Turkill, the defendant, replied. That rare is {ynonymous 
with fore I entertain little doubt; and that fore was common for be- 
fore, FORE-SCEAWETH proves; and my verifion is certainly fenle, 
and agreeably to the common language of the prefent day. Asto the 
ebfervation on the.omiffion of the prefix cx, commented upon by 
the Analytical, where the writer thinks he is difplaying his learn- 

ing, 
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ing, I will inform him that where ce is once converted into y ig 
is fifty times dropped, 

really was in hopes that the civil Gentleman’s Magazine, 
agreeably to promife, would, ere this, have “ taken fome future 
opportunity of comparing Mr. H.’s wretched tranflation,” with his 
6 divine’ illuftration of the Saxon, for the writer does not know 
what a flee-manis. 1 will now give him my opinion what a flce- 
man is—a man that has {tabbed another in the dark like an affaffin, 
and imagines that he has deftroyed him with a murderous poniard ; 
but, on dilcovering that the wound infli€ted was turned afide by 
the mufcular ftrength of the intended viétim, and, that he was {um- 
moned to an open and manly conteft at arms in the legal courts, 
runs his country, at the advice of his friends, crying /ly-man-fly, 
and who, following fuch warning, then becomes a fleeman, or run- 
away. : 

Yours, &c. 
London, March 18, 1799. S. HENSHALL, 


(To be continued.) 
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SUMMARY OF POLITICS, FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC. 
ACTA est Area. The French, having completed all thofe 


preparatory means which we noticed in our laft Summary of Poli- 
tics, have now thrown off the mafk, and, after commencing hoftili- 
ties, declared war againft the Emperor of Germany and the 
Granp Duxe of Tuscany. On the firft of March, Jourdan’s 
army croffed the Rhine at different points, took pofleffion of Man- 
heim, and formed the blockade of Philipfburgh. ‘The addrefs of 
this leader of the Gallic banditti to his followers is truly worthy a 
hireling of the regicide DireCtory. He reproaches the Emperor with 
a violation of treaty, and has the profligacy to declare, that the 
French themfelves are ‘ fcrupulous obfervers of the faith of treatics.”’ 
It would be an infult to the underftanding of Englifhmen to attempt 
any demonftration of a fact fo notorious as that the perfidy of the 
French government is as flagrant as their infamy is confpicuous ; 
that all the combined treachery and enormities of al} the governments 
of former ages, of every denomination, would be light as a feather 
in the fcale, when ed to the treachery and enormities of the 
rulers of the French Republic, 

Whoever feeks to difcover any other motive for the conduét of the 
Direftory, than the fixed determination to fubvert all the exifting 
inftitutions of Europe, with a view to the general deftruétion ot 
property, will feek in vain. P/under is their objet, and republican 
arms and revolutionary principles are their means for attaining He 
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This is a fyftem which may yet produce the defolation of a great part 
of Europe, but which cannot be durable. 

~ From an attentive confideration of the relative fituation of the 
French and Auftrians ; from a knowledge that the former have been 
employed, for many months paft, in making active preparations for 
the renewal of a war, which they were always refolved to purfue, 
and in fecuring thofe important pofts which will materially facilitate 
theif fature operations ; from a certainty that the latter have been 
guilty of the moft culpable tardinefs, fo much fo, that the Archduke, 


even by the aid of forced marches, did not take poffeffion of the im-. 


portant poft of U/m until the French were within four days march of 
the place, we are ftrongly difpofed to believe that the Republicans 
will be fuccefsful in their firft efforts. Indeed, it would feem, from 
the rapidity of their march, without artillery, without baggage, and 
without magazines, that the objet of Jourdan is to take the fortrefles 
of the Empire by furprize, and to pufh forward, in the hope of de- 
feating the Ancupuke Cuaries, before he can have affembled his 
forces and fettled his plan of operations, and then direct his march 
towards Vienna, with a view to intimidate the Emperor into a com- 
pliance with the ruinous conditions prefcribed by the Directory. 

The fummons to furrender, fent by the French General, Berna- 


dotte, to the commander of the fortrefs of Phillipfburgh, exhibits a | 


true {pecimen of Gallic eloquence and Gallic modeity. To call upon 
acommander firft to be guilty of a bafe act of treachery, by. violating 
the truft repofed in him ; to tell him next that a difcharge of his duty 
would produce the defection of his officers and men; then to warn 
him of the folly and danger of leading troops to attion againf their 
soil]; and, laftly, to threaten him with vengeance if he dare to refit, 
is a gradation of infolence and profligacy, truly becoming the leader 
of a French army. ‘Phis Bernadotte was himfelf a corporal before 
the revolution, and is now leading to a¢tion a band of men who 
were prefled into the fervice, and dragged from their homes, by 
military force, and fent, hand-cuffed, like vile flaves, as they are, to 
the army ! 

The tone of the manifeftoes of the Dire€tory is, of courfe, marked 
by the fame fpirit as the proclamations of their agents. Fidelity, 
juftice, and peace, in their mouths ; but perfidy, violence, and war, 
in their hearts. ‘The experience of every day confirms the melaricholy 
truth, that, with the exiftence of the prefent government of France, 
the tranquillity, the fafety, of Europe, is incompatible. The war, 
now renewed, mutt be confidered, fuch as the early revolutionifts of 
France long fince declared it—Bgttum Internectnum; either the 
Republic of France muft now be deftroyed, or plunder, defolation, 
and anarchy, extended over the whole furface of the European conti- 


nent. For this dreadful alternative the Sovereigns and the people of 
Europe muft be prepared; there is now no medium; and thofe who 
flatter themfelves that any palliative can be fubftituted for the fword 


will be moft miferably deceived. In the country of the Grifons the 
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French troops have already furprized a srong. ety of Auftrians, and 
taken them all prifoners, together with their General, Aurrrs. 
surcn, and the whole of his ftaff. This is a neceflary confequence : 
of that vile fyftem of delay, that wretched temporizing policy, which, 
for the laft twelve months, has fo ftrongly marked the proceedings 
of the cabinet of Vienna. The miftaken advifers of his Imperial 
Majefty have already, by their timid, ftupid, or unprincipled, coun. 
cils, reduced their mafter to the brink of deftru€tion. In vain have 
the inhabitants of Germany, ftill fmarting under the lafh of the 
Gallic marauders, hitherto looked up for protection to their fove. 
reigns. Deferted by thofe whofe duty it is to defend them, the 

teft confternation and terror now prevail among them; and the 
requifitions levied by the invaders of their country, immediately after 
the folemn promife of refpect for property, publicly proclaimed by 
Jourdan, unfortunately fhew that they have but too much reafon for 
their fears ! 

It has. been a diftinguifhing feature in the politics of the DireGtory, 
as we have had frequent occafion to obferve, to fow diffention among 
the Powers whole union alone can tend to defeat their perfidious 
machinations, and to fruftrate their abominable fchemes. To this 
Machiavelian fyitem they have had recourfe on the prefent occafion, 
and, in order to deter the Pruffian Monarch from entering into a 
coalition againft France, they have initruéted the arch-apoftate, 
Siryes, to communicate to that Prince the Secret Articles of the 
Treaty of Campo Formio. If thefe Articles, as publifhed by the 
French, be authentic, we may deplore the inconceiveable folly of the 
Emperor, in leaving the Empire to its fate, and acquiefcing in the 
pofleflion of its ftrongeft fortrefies by the moft inveterate and danger- 
ous enemy which he ever had to encounter, in return for a precarious 
and inadequate conceflion in Italy ; but we age unable to defcry any 
ftipulations of which the King of Pruflia has juft reafon to complain. 
As to the Princes of the Empire, who, by the execution of thefe 
Articles, would be the greateft fufferers, their condu€t has been fo 
fhamefully difloyal, fo meanly felfifh, fo bafely pufillanimous, that, 
were their fate wholly unconnected with that of Europe, nor their 
fufferings, nor yet their fall, could excite, in any reflecting mind, one 
fentiment of compaflion. ‘They began by a breach of their {worn 
allegiance to the head of the Empire, and, in direct violation ef the 
Germanic Conftitution, which they were bound in duty to defend, 
by making a feparate peace with the common enemy ; and by that 
act alone they fubjected themfelves to the ban of the Empire, and to 
a forfeiture of their dominions ;—and, fince the eftablifhment of a 
Congrefs at Raftadt, inftead of betraying un anxiety to preferve the 
honour, the independence, and integrity of the Empire, (the lait of 
which, indeed, they had before im to deftroy,) they have been 
exelufively occupied in arranging the indemnifications to be received 
by themielves for the territories which they had abandoned to the 
French, in other words, in fettling the plunder of their neighbours, 
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to make themlelves amends for the loffes fuftained by the devaftations 
of theirenemies. At the head of thefe degraded men, was the Duke 
of Devxponts, now Elector of Bavaria, from whom not the 
{malleft exertion of vigour, not the {malleft difplay of political wif, 
dom, not any thing, in fhort, which would thew him worthy of the 
fituation to which he is railed, can poflibly be expected by thofe who 
know him. If, as we befyre faid, the Secret Articles now publifhed 
be authentic, our reafonings refpecting the ceilion of Bavaria to the 
Emperor were erroneous, On their authenticity, however, we have 
not, atprefent, the means of deciding. It is not yet known what 
effect the communication of thefe articles has had on the decifions of 
the King of Pruifia, If he be weak enough (which we are unwilling 
to believe) fo far to favour the views of the Directory as to be deterred 
from joining the coalition, he muft be a wretched Politician indeed. 
The Prince who, with the example of the laft {even years before him, 
cov'd confent to facrifice to a fpirit of jealoufy, rivalfhip, or refent- 
ment, the fafety of his own dominions and the independence of Eu. 
rope, would neither poffefs the mind of a ftatefinan, nor the heart of a 
man. The only facrifice that fhould now be made by Sovereigns is 
the facrifice. of all animofity, all competition, all felfith views, all 
private and perfonal confiderations, to a fenfe of that prefent and im- 
minent danger which ftares them all in the face; and which calls 
upon them, witha voice of thunder, to combine againit that deftruc. 
tive foe, who threatens to involve all their thrones in one common 
ruin. Surely, if any one Sovereign is more bound than another to 
make /uch a facrifice, the Kinc oF Prussia is that Sovereign; fince 
to the mifguided Councils of the Cabinet of Bertin may the prefent 
alarming fituation of Europe be, in a great meafure, afcribed. Happy, 
moft happy, are we to recognize, in the conduct of the Emperor of 
Russia, thofe juft and manly fentiments, the general prevalence of 
which would fafice to refcue Europe from the yoke of its fanguinary 
tyrants, and to inflict exemplary vengeance on the devoted heads of 
thofe unprincipled regicides who have wantonly deftroyed its tranquil- 
lity, and murdered its inhabitants, for the gratification of their own 
rapacity, and ambition ; and who have been recently moft aptly cha. 
racterized by one of their own accomplices, the Director Carnor, 
as © Impostrors, Banoirri, Assassins.’’ ‘This Prince is refolved 
to employ the whole force of his empire againft the French. The 
firft detachment of his army, deftined to co-operate with the Auf. 
trians, confifts of 24,000 men, who are directing their march to Jta/y, 
where we are truly pleafed to find General Suwarrow is to have the 
chief command, Thole will be fpeedily followed by a fecond body 


of nearly the fame force, and a much larger army is preparing to enter 
the Auftrian dominions. It will be fome time, indeed, betore thefe 
troops can be brought into a¢tion; but provided the Archduke 
Charles can only keep the French in check till they are able to co. 
Operate with him, we have little doubt but that, even thould Praflia 
remain neuter, the campaign will ultimately prove favourable to the 
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Allies. It was certainly, with a view to prevent this co-operation, 
as well as to provide for that army in a foreign country which they 
were wholly unable to pay, to clothe, or to feed, from their own ex. 
haufted treafury, that the Directory accelerated the long meditated 
invafion of Germany. We again repeat, that we expe¢t the fr/ 
operations of the Campaign to be favourable to the invading army ; 
but we are convinced, that, on the firft turn of fortune, on the firft 
difafter experienced by the French in Germany and Italy, the embers 
of revolt which now vifibly glow in all the different countries fub- 
dued by their arms, will burft into a flame, from the Scheldt to the 
Tiber. ‘The difcontents are general throughout the new Republics, 
but until the enemies of France fhall have obtained fome advantage 
over her armies, they cannot be expected to be produttive of any 
beneficial effects. At all events, matters are now brought to a 
crifis ; it is a dreadful period ; every thing that endears exiftence to 
focial, civilized man ts at ftake: may the exertion prove adequate 
to the exigency! hefitation will increafe the danger ; a temporizing 
policy will be an act of fuicide; anda decifion of will and of ation 
can alone avert the blow and produce the falvation of Europe. 

While the rulers of the French Republic are thus feeking to extend 
the mifery which they have infli¢ted on their own fubjects over the 
whole face of Europe ; while intent upon fchemes of foreign plunder 
and foreign deftruction, they are not a little embarraffed at home by 
the approach of the period of election, In a proclamation which 
they have recently iffued, pre/cribing to the people the conduSt to be 
obferved in their choice of reprefentatives, they have drawn a com. 
plete pitture of them/felves: . 

‘Tt has been fully proved by experience, that nothing can bring 
back to reafon thofe perfidious or infane men, who laugh at the moft 
folemn engagements. ‘They are ambitious, and attempt, by every 
method, to poflefs themfelves once more of the bloody fceptre of ‘def- 
potifm. ‘They are ftung with remorfe, and dread to be configned to 
sunifhment in every place where they do not predominate.” 

This is a juft character of the Executive Direftory of France. 
The language which thefe_men hold to the people; the grofs decep- 
tions which they feek to impofe on them; the flagrant falfehoods 
which fill all their meffages, proclamations, and addreffes, fhew, in 
the moft ftriking manner, the extreme degradation in which the 
wretched inhabitants of France are involved. The Direétory have 
‘ Jately proclaimed to the world the utter annihilation of their com- 
merce ; not a fhip, they fay, can fail from their ports under the 
national flag, and the equipment of privateers has only ferved to 
croud the prifons of England with 20,000 of their feamen ; this is 
one of the numerous bleilings of Republican freedom! ‘The declara- 
tion has been made with a view to fanétion a total change of fyftem. 
All the privateers have been laid up, and all their remaining feamen 
preffed to man the fhips at Breft, which are deftined to carry troops 
to join the rebels in Ireland. A fquadron in the Texel is fitting out 
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for the fame purpofe; and we have little doubt that their utmoft 
efforts will be employed to give attivity to the councils of Spain, in 
order to procure the co-operation of the Spanifh navy. They may, 

ibly, once more elude the vigilance of our fleets, and, by effecting 
a defcent upon Ireland, increafe, for a time, the confufion that pre- 
vails in that diftraéted country, but of their ultimate failure and de- 
ftruétion we have not a doubt. 

The declaration of war againft the Duxe of Tuscany isa coun- 
terpart of that fo lately iffued againit the unhappy Soverzren of 
Sarpinia. . Neither of thefe Princes had fhewn the fimalleft difpofi- 
‘tion to refift even the moft unjuft pretenfions of the Directory ; they 
had both fubmitted to be oppreffed, infulted, plundered, robbed, by 
thefe regenerators of the human race; republican gratitude has re- 
warded the one with depofition, and the other will experience a fimi- 
lar compenfation, if the ability of the French armies fhould be found 
adequate to enforce the will of their rulers. The immediate objects 
of this declaration are, p1.unpER, and the pofleflion of Leghorn. 

Our accounts from America come down to a late period. From 
the public papers it would appear, that the hopes which we formerly 
exprefled of the ftate of the public mind were fulfilled ; that the 
great mafs of the people, convinced of the fatal tendency of Jaco- 
binical principles, held them in utter averfion, and that, rouzed to a 
proper fenfe of national dignity, national honour, and national /afety, 
they were fully prepared to fecond the operations of their government, 
and to take a decided part with thofe powers who have hitherto op- 
pofed an effectual barrier to the ultimate fuccefs of the truly diabolical 
defigns of the French Dire€tory. Some falutary meafures, calculated 
to ftrengthen this idea, have lately been adopted by the American 
Legiflature. It has been refolved to extend their navy, to augment 
their army, and to put their toafts in a refpectable ftate of defence. 
In an able report of Mr. Pickering, the Secretary of State; commu- 
nicated by the Prefident, on the 18th of January, to the Houfe of 
Reprefentatives, the profligate conduct of the French Direttory, and 
the lying evafions of their minifter, ‘Talleyrand, refpecting the late 
negociations between the two countries, are fo clearly and fo fully 
expofed, as to leave no room for fubterfuge or palliation to the moft 
ingenious advocates for the principles and politics of the Great 

‘ation ;—Great, pre-eminently great, in infamy and fin. 

The knowledge of the intrigues, carried on by the difaffeéted in 
America, as well as by the difaffected in other countries, with the 
French government, fuggefted the neceflity of 4 new law, to prevent 
“ the commencing or carrying on, without the authority of the 
American government, any correfpondence, written or verbal, with a 
foreign government, its officers or agents, with intent to influence the 
condu or measures of fuch foreign government, im relation to any 
di/putes or controverfies with the United States, or to defeat the 
measures of the government of the United States.’’ ‘This bill was 


moft ably fupported by that firm and vigorous champion of religion, 
morals, 
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morals, and focial order, Mr. Harper, who, in an eloquent, ener= 

tic, and argumentative fpeech, demonftrated its neceffity, by thew. 
ing the exiftence of the evils which it was calculated to remedy. He 
concluded his difcourfe by pleading guilty to the accufation preferred 
againft him, by his opponents, of being an alarmiff. Shall I be 

ed why I with tocreate analarm? Ask the centinel, who fees the 
enemy approach under the cover of night, why he creates an alarm }”” 
We too have been called alarmi/ts; we too plead guilty to the 
charge ; and we make the fame anfwer as Mr. Harper. The evil 
for which this bill provides a remedy is of that nature which Mr, 
Buaxe has defcribed as A HIGH TREASONABLE MISDEMEANOUR, 
Had a fimilar law been enacted in Great Britain fome years ago, Mr, 
Fox would never have fent Mr. Aparr to Peterfourgh, This me- 
morable effort of the feceding patriot fhould not be forgotten ; we are 
in pofleffion of fome circumftances relating to it, which we have not 
yet brought forward, but they fhall appear in due time. 

Notwithftanding thefe appearances of rigour and fpirit in the 
councils of the United States, we are, unhappily, enabled to ftate, 
from the moft authentic fources of information, that a violent fpirit 
of difaffection prevails in the country ; French intrigues and French 
principles are widely diffufed; the natural defects of the American 
conttitution begin to produce their fatal confequences ; and the beft 
friends to America perceive and cr ae the near approach of the period 
at which her government will ceafe to exit. We fhall have occafion, 
hereafter, toenter more at large on this interefting topic ; at prefent 
we fhall only add, that the sew Coxgre/s will be fummoned to meet 
as foon as the prefent Congrefs fhall be diflolved ; but, we much fear, 
though a fhew of harmony and fpirit may continue to fubfift for a 
time, that the utmoft efforts of the Prefident, whofe virtues and 
whofe talents are alike confpicuous, will prove inadequate to enforce 
the adoption of that line of conduct which can alone preferve the 

perity and independence of America. 

At home, the ftate of Ireland, and the continued machinations of 
Domeftic Traitors, excite the ferious reflection of every individual 
who loves his country ; and call for exertions of vigilance and vigour 
on the part of the Government. The Report of the Secret Committee of 
the Houfe of Commons unfolds a complicated fcene of treafon and 
rebellion ; and affords an ample corroboration of the dreadful truth 
which we have long laboured to imprefs on the minds of our coun- 
trymen, that Jacobinifm is an a@ive principle ; its votaries are never. 
in a quiefcent ftate ; detection only ferves as a motive for increafing 
circumfpettion ; and continued rigour and exemplary punifhment can 
alone fecure fociety from the horrid effeéts of their diabolical fchemes. 
We have now a full proof of the inadequacy of exifting laws to era- 
dicate an evil, the continuance of which mutt prove fatal to the con- 
ftitution ; it farms one of the moft beautiful features of that canftitu- 
tion, that it contains within itfelf the means of felf-prefervation, and 
of {clf.improvement ; that the legiflative power of the country can 
| always 
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always enaét fuch new laws as are imperioufly prefcribed by the exi. 

sncies of the times. When treafon has found means to elude all the 
provifiotis enacted for its fuppreffion, and to carry on its deftruétive ma- 
chinations in defiance of the law; it becomes a duty to provide 
new and more effectual meafures of prevention. To us it appears 
indifpenfibly neceffary that a new law fhould be enacted for the fup- 
preflion of private meetings ; at leaft, for impofing fuch reftriétions on 
thofe meetings as would prevent them from being rendered inftrumental 
to purpofes of fedition, or treafon. Every club, or periodical affem- 
blage of people, of any denomination, fhould be compelled to take out 
a regular licence from a Magiftrate, on the application for which, the 
nature and object of the club, or meeting, fhould be particularly {pe- 
cified ; the Magiftrate fhould be empowered to attend whenever he 
chofe ; and the occupier of every public or private houfe tolerating 
meetings, in defiance of the att, fhould fuffer fome fevere and exem. 
plary punifhment ; the offence of the one fhould, perhaps, incur a per- 
petual forfeiture of licence by the houfe ; and that of the other, fine 
and imprifonment. When the affociated ae of the metropolis 
have become proprietors of a paper, which tends_to inftil, if not fe. 
ditious principles, difaffection at leaft, into the minds of the lower 
clafs of people, it is highly neceflary that they fhould be fubjected to 
farther reftri€tions. 

We are fully aware that the regulations which we have ventured to 
fuggeft would operate as a temporary abridgement of thofe privileges 
which are juftly confidered as the birth-right of Britons. We may 
confidently fay, that none of our couutrymen place a higher value on 
Britith liberty than ourfelves ; none hold it in greater veneration ; 
none are more grateful for its beneficial effeéts. But we muft be 
allowed to difpute the fincerity of sheir affection who profefs to love 
the Britifh conftitution, yet em 5 | proteft againft every meafure that 
becomes neceffary to prevent its deftruction. As no prudent man will 
refufe to give up a portion of his property for the prefervation of the 
remaining part ; fo will no wife man hefitate to fubmit to a temporary 
curtailment of his conftitutional privileges, in order to avert the ruin 
of that fyftem to which he is indebted for their exiftence. The new 





" principles which have been afleat fince the French Revolution have 


given a new charader to the danger which threatens the diffolution of 
itates. Hence the neceflity of giving a new chara@er alfo to the laws, 
which are calculated to avert that danger. The greater the portion 
of rational freedom we enjoy, the greater fhould be our facrifices to 
preferve it. If the very extent of that freedom be one caufe of facili- 
tating its deftruétion, at a particular crifis, its temporary abridgement 
becomes the natural means of defeating the attempts of its enemies. 
Laws are good in proportion as they tend to promote the welfare and 
happinefs of the community. ‘The Habeas Corpus At is juitly valued 
by Britons, as eminently calculated, by its provifions, in ordinary 
times, to produce that defirable purpofe. But were no power vetted in 
the Legiflature to fufpend its operations, in times of public danger, 
inftead of being an engine of protections it would be an initrument of 
deftruction ; initead of preventing an abufe of power it would fecyre 
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Sitiests J Gs cola Rebels and traitots muft be fhewn, that we have 
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wifdom tq reprefs, and fnfficient energy to punith. 

In Ireland a falutary be he ‘been paffed for preventing the inter. 
ference of thecivil courts in the exercife of the conftitutional privi- 
lege of the crown, in'the eftablifhment of martial law. ‘The fituation 

that country is dreadful; but a fhort extra¢t from a late fpeech of 
Lord Clare will convey a better idea of it than any defcription of ours, 
€€ Scarce any one part of the country is at this moment known with. 
out a rank rebellion exifting in fome fhape or other in it—more than 
10,0001. worth of property has, within a few weeks, been: deftroyed 
in the plunder of houfes and valuable demefnes, and the houghing of 
cattle: This laft iniquitous expedient, bands of rebels, who have 
ped from military tribunals, and continue to ravage the country, 
inftigated and inftructed by their diabolical principals and commanders 
in this city, refort to for the purpole of cutting off the fupplies of pro- 
wiftons for the Britifo navy. ‘There are two counties in which the 
Judges of Affize dare not venture. Not a night paffes in which 
groupes of 50 or 60 of thefe mifcreants are not afembled in the hor- 
rible occupation of burning, murdering, and plundering the induttrious 
farmers, who feem particularly marked for their depredatiogs ; and nd 
Jatér than thismorning I was furnifhed with a communication of two 
hundred murders within fhort {paceof time!!!” We truft, by this time, 
the Viceroy is convinced, that rebellion is not to be crufhed by lenity, 
nor treafon to be’ cured by pardons! A law, in Ireland, rendering it 
high treafon in any Catholic Prieft who abfolves a. fubjeét from his 
oath of allegiance might, perhaps, have the effect of ‘diminifhing, at 
leaft, the horrid perjury of which the rebels have been fo repeatedly 

ilty. 7 
on We cannot conclude this Summary without noticing the aétive ex- 
ertions of the Jacobins to fecure their ele¢tion as Commiffioners under 
the Income Act. Ata meeting lately holden for this purpofe, in a neigh- 
bouring county, a man of this defcription was propofed. It was ob- 
jected that he was a member of the London Correfponding Society, 
and his principles were notofioufly jacobinical. Thefe circumitances in- 
fluenced his reje€tion by a confiderable majority; but it ¥s worthy of 
remark, that a Police Magifrate had the effrontery to undertake his 
defence, to fupport the nonmnation, in a moft ftrenuous manner, and to 
contend, for obi time, that he was a proper man to be eleéted a Com- 
miffioner. When fuch perfons as the magiftrate in queftion are ap- 

inted to enforce the prefervation of order, and the execution of the 

aws, can the progrefs of difaffection be a matter for furprize? 

One other circumftance muft not remain’ unnoticed. We have 
frequently called the attention of the magiftracy'to the Debating So- 
cietres; mroft of which are fchools for fedition, and nurferies of 
atheifm. The Bifhops fhould interfere to prevent the‘difeuffidh of fach 
topics as have of late been agitated, which have an immediate and 
inevitable tendency to encourage blafphemy, and to eradicate the 
foundeft principles of religion from the mind. In fhort, fuch focieties, 
in times like thefe, ought to be fuppreffed. 

MARCH 23, 1799. ; 
(For Anjwers to Corre/pondents fee the laft Page of the Wrapper.) 
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